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Mr. LOTT. I ask unanimous consent that the Secretary be au-
thorized to include these statements [of Senators explaining their

votes], along with the full record of the Senate’s proceedings, the

filings by the parties, and the supplemental materials admitted
into evidence by the Senate, in a Senate document printed under

the supervision of the Secretary of the Senate, that will complete

the documentation of the Senate’s handling of these impeachment
proceedings.

The CHIEF JUSTICE. Without objection, it is so ordered.
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To the memory of Raymond Scott Bates,
Legislative Clerk of the Senate,

who, until his untimely and tragic accidental death on February 5,
1999, in the midst of these proceedings, brought to the conduct of
this trial the constant dedication, skill, and professionalism that
characterized his Senate career. Scott represented the best of the
Senate staff who work tirelessly to support the institution and its
members.
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FOREWORD

This document contains the full record of the United States Sen-
ate proceedings in the impeachment trial of President William Jef-
ferson Clinton. Its purpose is to preserve for the future use of the
Senate, the American people, and historians the formal record of
the only Presidential impeachment trial of the 20th century. To-
gether with the 24-volume Senate Document 106—3, which contains
all publicly available materials submitted to or produced by the Ju-
diciary Committee of the House of Representatives, these four vol-
umes represent the entire official record of the impeachment ac-
tions against President Clinton.!

The present four volumes include the Senate proceedings in open
session; filings by the parties; supplemental materials received in
evidence that were not part of the House record, such as affidavits
and depositions; floor statements of Senators in open session ex-
pressing their views regarding the proceedings; and statements de-
livered in closed deliberations that individual Senators elected to
make public.

The document is divided into four sections—

Volume I: Preliminary Proceedings

Volume II: Floor Trial Proceedings

Volume III: Depositions and Affidavits

Volume IV: Statements of Senators Regarding the Impeach-
ment Trial of President William Jefferson Clinton

VOLUME I: PRELIMINARY PROCEEDINGS

This volume contains the portion of the Senate proceedings that
occurred before the actual trial commenced. On December 19, 1998,
the House of Representatives adopted two articles of impeachment
against President Clinton (House Resolution 611, 105th Congress)
and a subsequent resolution appointing managers on the part of
the House (House Resolution 614, 105th Congress).

Because the Senate of the 105th Congress had already completed
its business and adjourned sine die, the House managers, in the
late afternoon of December 19, 1998, delivered the articles of im-
peachment to the Secretary of the Senate. The Senate of the 106th
Congress convened and organized on January 6, 1999, and the
House notified the Senate that it had reappointed the managers
(House Resolution 10, 106th Congress). On January 7, 1999, the
House managers exhibited the articles of impeachment to the Sen-
ate and the Chief Justice of the United States, as presiding officer

1The Senate, by a unanimous-consent agreement of February 12, 1999, authorized the Sec-
retary of the Senate to oversee the printing of the Senate proceedings in order to complete the
documentation of the impeachment trial.
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during the impeachment trial, took the prescribed oath, as did all
Senators.

On January 8, 1999, the Senate unanimously directed that the
summons be issued to President Clinton and that his answer to the
articles be filed, together with the response of the House of Rep-
resentatives (Senate Resolution 16, 106th Congress). This resolu-
tion admitted into evidence the materials submitted by the House
Judiciary Committee and authorized their publication. It also al-
lowed the parties to file preliminary motions (none was filed), es-
tablished a schedule for the filing of trial briefs by the parties, and
established further procedures for the conduct of the trial. Al-
though all these documents were previously printed in Senate Doc-
ument 106—2—as well as the text of the provisions of the United
States Constitution applicable to impeachment and the Rules of
Procedure and Practice of the Senate When Sitting in Impeach-
ment Trials—they are reprinted here for ease of reference.

VoLUME II: FLOOR TRIAL PROCEEDINGS

This volume reproduces the full record of the Senate floor pro-
ceedings in the impeachment trial as provided under Senate Reso-
lution 16. The resolution first permitted the parties an extended
period to make their presentations. The managers presented their
case on behalf of the House of Representatives on January 14, 15,
and 16, 1999. Counsel for the President presented their case on
January 19 and 20, 1999. The Senate then devoted January 22 and
23, 1999, to posing questions to the House managers and counsel.

Senate Resolution 16 also provided that, at the end of the ques-
tion-and-answer period, the Senate would consider separately a
motion to dismiss and a motion to subpoena witnesses and to
present additional evidence not in the record. On January 25, 1999,
the Senate heard argument on the motion to dismiss and, on Janu-
ary 26, 1999, considered the motion by the House managers to call
witnesses and admit additional evidence. The Senate voted to deny
the motion to dismiss and to grant the motion to subpoena wit-
nesses.

On January 28, 1999, the Senate established procedures for the
taking of depositions (Senate Resolution 30), and three witnesses
were deposed on February 1, 2, and 3, 1999. On February 4, 1999,
the Senate heard argument and voted on motions to admit the dep-
osition testimony into evidence, to call witnesses to testify on the
Senate floor, and to proceed directly to closing arguments. The por-
tions of the deposition transcripts admitted into evidence are repro-
duced in this volume, while the full transcripts of the three deposi-
tions appear in Volume III. Both parties presented evidence to the
Senate on February 6, 1999.

On February 8, 1999, the parties presented final arguments to
the Senate. The Senate then considered proposals by various Sen-
ators to suspend the Senate impeachment rules to permit delibera-
tion in open session, but all deliberations on motions and on the
articles of impeachment occurred in closed session. (The pro-
ceedings in closed session are not published here, but statements
that Senators elected to make public are printed in Volume IV.)
Volume II concludes with the record of the February 12, 1999, vote
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and judgment of the Senate to acquit President Clinton on both ar-
ticles of impeachment.

VOLUME III: DEPOSITIONS AND AFFIDAVITS

This volume reproduces the complete transcripts of the deposi-
tions taken by the Senate of witnesses Monica S. Lewinsky, Vernon
E. Jordan, Jr., and Sidney Blumenthal. It also contains the affida-
vits of Christopher Hitchens, Carol Blue, and R. Scott Armstrong,
which were admitted into evidence by a unanimous-consent agree-
ment of February 12, 1999.

VOLUME IV: STATEMENTS OF SENATORS REGARDING THE
IMPEACHMENT TRIAL OF PRESIDENT WILLIAM JEFFERSON CLINTON

By unanimous consent, the Senate agreed to provide each Sen-
ator an opportunity to place in the Congressional Record a state-
ment describing his or her own views on the impeachment. The
statement could, if a Senator so chose, be a statement he or she
had delivered during closed deliberations. Since not all Senators
chose to publish their remarks, the fact that a statement of a par-
ticular Senator does not appear in Volume IV does not mean that
the Senator did not address the Senate during its closed delibera-
tions.

The publication of these four volumes, supplemented with Senate
Document 106-3, contributes to a fuller understanding of the way
in which the Senate conducted these important and historic pro-

ceedings.

GARY SISCO,
Secretary of the Senate.
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10n December 19, 1998, the House of Representatives agreed to H. Res. 611, 105th Cong.,
the Articles of Impeachment, [144 Cong. Rec. H12040—42 (daily ed. Dec. 19, 1998)] and H. Res.
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614, 105th Cong., which provided for the appointment of managers and procedures relating to
impeachment proceedings [id. at H12042-43].

2The House of Representatives agreed to H. Res. 10, 106th Cong., on January 6, 1999 [145
Cong. Rec. H216-17 (daily ed. Jan. 6, 1999)].

3The Appendix to Trial Memorandum of President William Jefferson Clinton, consisting of ex-
hibits, was filed separately on January 20, 1999, but is inserted here for ease of reference.

4For ease of reference, the documents contained in S. Doc. 106-2, i.e., the pertinent constitu-
tional provisions, the Senate Impeachment Rules, the Articles of Impeachment, the Answer of
President Clinton, and the Replication of the House of Representatives, are reprinted in this
publication. Separately, the Senate admitted into evidence and authorized the printing, pursu-
ant to S. Res. 16, 106th Cong., of the publicly available materials submitted to or produced by
the House Judiciary Committee, including transcripts of public hearings or mark-ups and any
materials printed by the House of Representatives or the House Judiciary Committee pursuant
to H. Res. 525 and H. Res. 581, 105th Cong. (1998). That evidentiary record, S. Doc. 106-3
(1999) [24 vols.], is not reproduced here.

5The unanimous-consent agreement of February 9, 1999, allowed each Senator to place in the
Congressional Record his or her statement delivered during closed deliberations. Not all Sen-
ators chose to publish their remarks; the fact that a statement of a particular Senator does not
appear here does not mean that Senator did not address the Senate during the closed sessions.
Additionally, the unanimous-consent agreement of February 12, 1999, allowed Senators to have
statements and opinions explaining their votes printed in the Congressional Record.

6Sen. Specter submitted an additional statement on February 12, see p. 2715 below.

7Sen. Feingold submitted an additional statement on February 22, see p. 3042 below.

8 Sen. Bond submitted an additional statement on February 23, see p. 3058 below.

9Sen. Inhofe submitted an additional statement on February 12, see p. 2987 below.

10 Sen. Leahy submitted additional statements on February 12 and February 23, see pp. 2996,
3090, 3102 below.

11Sen. Dodd submitted additional statements on February 23, see pp. 3099 and 3100 below.

12Sen. Reed submitted an additional statement on February 24, see p. 3103 below.

13 Sen. Sessions submitted an additional statement on February 23, see p. 3094 below.



RULES OF PROCEDURE AND PRACTICE IN THE SENATE WHEN SITTING
ON IMPEACHMENT TRIALS

I. Whensoever the Senate shall receive notice from the
House of Representatives that managers are appointed
on their part to conduct an impeachment against any
person and are directed to carry articles of impeach-
ment to the Senate, the Secretary of the Senate shall
immediately inform the House of Representatives that
the Senate is ready to receive the managers for the pur-
pose of exhibiting such articles of impeachment,
agreeably to such notice.

II. When the managers of an impeachment shall be
introduced at the bar of the Senate and shall signify
that they are ready to exhibit articles of impeachment
against any person, the Presiding Officer of the Senate
shall direct the Sergeant at Arms to make proclamation,
who shall, after making proclamation, repeat the follow-
ing words, viz: “All persons are commanded to keep si-
lence, on pain of imprisonment, while the House of Rep-
resentatives is exhibiting to the Senate of the United
States articles of impeachment against s
after which the articles shall be exhibited, and then the
Presiding Officer of the Senate shall inform the man-
agers that the Senate will take proper order on the sub-
ject of the impeachment, of which due notice shall be
given to the House of Representatives.

III. Upon such articles being presented to the Senate,
the Senate shall, at 1 o’clock after noon of the day (Sun-
day excepted) following such presentation, or sooner if
ordered by the Senate, proceed to the consideration of
such articles and shall continue in session from day to
day (Sundays excepted) after the trial shall commence
(unless otherwise ordered by the Senate) until final
judgment shall be rendered, and so much longer as
may, in its judgment, be needful. Before proceeding to

(3)
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Article III, Section 2, Clause 3

The Trial of all Crimes, except in Cases of
Impeachment, shall be by Jury; . . .
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the consideration of the articles of impeachment, the
Presiding Officer shall administer the oath hereinafter
provided to the Members of the Senate then present
and to the other Members of the Senate as they shall
appear, whose duty it shall be to take the same.

IV. When the President of the United States or the
Vice President of the United States, upon whom the
powers and duties of the Office of President shall have
devolved, shall be impeached, the Chief Justice of the
United States shall preside; and in a case requiring the
said Chief Justice to preside notice shall be given to him
by the Presiding Officer of the Senate of the time and
place fixed for the consideration of the articles of im-
peachment, as aforesaid, with a request to attend; and
the said Chief Justice shall be administered the oath by
the Presiding Officer of the Senate and shall preside
over the Senate during the consideration of said articles
and upon the trial of the person impeached therein.

V. The Presiding Officer shall have power to make
and issue, by himself or by the Secretary of the Senate,
all orders, mandates, writs, and precepts authorized by
these rules or by the Senate, and to make and enforce
such other regulations and orders in the premises as
the Senate may authorize or provide.

VI. The Senate shall have power to compel the attend-
ance of witnesses, to enforce obedience to its orders,
mandates, writs, precepts, and judgments, to preserve
order, and to punish in a summary way contempts of,
and disobedience to, its authority, orders, mandates,
writs, precepts, or judgments, and to make all lawful or-
ders, rules, and regulations which it may deem essen-
tial or conducive to the ends of justice. And the Ser-
geant at Arms, under the direction of the Senate, may
employ such aid and assistance as may be necessary to
enforce, execute, and carry into effect the lawful orders,
mandates, writs, and precepts of the Senate.
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VII. The Presiding Officer of the Senate shall direct
all necessary preparations in the Senate Chamber, and
the Presiding Officer on the trial shall direct all the
forms of proceedings while the Senate is sitting for the
purpose of trying an impeachment, and all forms during
the trial not otherwise specially provided for. And the
Presiding Officer on the trial may rule on all questions
of evidence including, but not limited to, questions of
relevancy, materiality, and redundancy of evidence and
incidental questions, which ruling shall stand as the
judgment of the Senate, unless some Member of the
Senate shall ask that a formal vote be taken thereon,
in which case it shall be submitted to the Senate for de-
cision without debate; or he may at his option, in the
first instance, submit any such question to a vote of the
Members of the Senate. Upon all such questions the
vote shall be taken in accordance with the Standing
Rules of the Senate.

VIII. Upon the presentation of articles of impeach-
ment and the organization of the Senate as hereinbefore
provided, a writ of summons shall issue to the person
impeached, reciting said articles, and notifying him to
appear before the Senate upon a day and at a place to
be fixed by the Senate and named in such writ, and file
his answer to said articles of impeachment, and to
stand to and abide the orders and judgments of the Sen-
ate thereon; which writ shall be served by such officer
or person as shall be named in the precept thereof, such
number of days prior to the day fixed for such appear-
ances as shall be named in such precept, either by the
delivery of an attested copy thereof to the person im-
peached, or if that cannot conveniently be done, by leav-
ing such copy at the last known place of abode of such
person, or at his usual place of business in some con-
spicuous place therein; or if such service shall be, in the
judgment of the Senate, impracticable, notice to the per-
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son impeached to appear shall be given in such other
manner, by publication or otherwise, as shall be deemed
just; and if the writ aforesaid shall fail of service in the
manner aforesaid, the proceedings shall not thereby
abate, but further service may be made in such manner
as the Senate shall direct. If the person impeached,
after service, shall fail to appear, either in person or by
attorney, on the day so fixed thereof as aforesaid, or, ap-
pearing, shall fail to file his answer to such articles of
impeachment, the trial shall proceed, nevertheless, as
upon a plea of not guilty. If a plea of guilty shall be en-
tered, judgment may be entered thereon without further
proceedings. :
IX. At 12:30 o’clock afternoon of the day appointed for
the return of the summons against the person im-
peached, the legislative and executive business of the
Senate shall be suspended, and the Secretary of the
Senate shall administer an oath to the returning officer

in the form following, viz: “I, , do solemnly
swear that the return made by me upon the process
issued on the day of ____, by the Senate of the
United States, against is truly made, and

that I have performed such service as therein described:
So help me God.” Which oath shall be entered at large
on the records.

X. The person impeached shall then be called to ap-
pear and answer the articles of impeachment against
him. If he appears, or any person for him, the appear-
ance shall be recorded, stating particularly if by him-
self, or by agent or attorney, naming the person appear-
ing and the capacity in which he appears. If he does not
appear, either personally or by agent or attorney, the
same shall be recorded.

XI. That in the trial of any impeachment the Presid-
ing Officer of the Senate, if the Senate so orders, shall
appoint a committee of Senators to receive evidence and
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take testimony at such times and places as the commit-
tee may determine, and for such purpose the committee
so appointed and the chairman thereof, to be elected by
the committee, shall (unless otherwise ordered by the
Senate) exercise all the powers and functions conferred
upon the Senate and the Presiding Officer of the Sen-
ate, respectively, under the rules of procedure and prac-
tice in the Senate when sitting on impeachment trials.

Unless otherwise ordered by the Senate, the rules of
‘procedure and practice in the Senate when sitting on
impeachment trials shall govern the procedure and
practice of the committee so appointed. The committee
so appointed shall report to the Senate in writing a cer-
tified copy of the transcript of the proceedings and testi-
mony had and given before such committee, and such
report shall be received by the Senate and the evidence
so received and the testimony so taken shall be consid-
ered to all intents and purposes, subject to the right of
the Senate to determine competency, relevancy, and
materiality, as having been received and taken before
the Senate, but nothing herein shall prevent the Senate
from sending for any witness and hearing his testimony
in open Senate, or by order of the Senate having the en-
tire trial in open Senate.

XII. At 12:30 o’clock afternoon, or at such other hour
as the Senate may order, of the day appointed for the
trial of an impeachment, the legislative and executive
business of the Senate shall be suspended, and the Sec-
retary shall give notice to the House of Representatives
that the Senate is ready to proceed upon the impeach-
ment of , in the Senate Chamber.

XIII. The hour of the day at which the Senate shall
sit upon the trial of an impeachment shall be (unless
otherwise ordered) 12 o'clock m.; and when the hour
shall arrive, the Presiding Officer upon such trial shall
cause proclamation to be made, and the business of the
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trial shall proceed. The adjournment of the Senate sit-
ting in said trial shall not operate as an adjournment
of the Senate; but on such adjournment the Senate shall
resume the consideration of its legislative and executive
business.

XIV. The Secretary of the Senate shall record the pro-
ceedings in cases of impeachment as in the case of legis-
lative proceedings, and the same shall be reported in
the same manner as the legislative proceedings of the
Senate.

XV. Counsel for the parties shall be admitted to ap-
pear and be heard upon an impeachment.

XVI. All motions, objections, requests, or applications
whether relating to the procedure of the Senate or relat-
ing immediately to the trial (including questions with
respect to admission of evidence or other questions aris-
ing during the trial) made by the parties or their coun-
sel shall be addressed to the Presiding Officer only, and
if he, or any Senator, shall require it, they shall be com-
mitted to writing, and read at the Secretary’s table.

XVII. Witnesses shall be examined by one person on
behalf of the party producing them, and then cross-ex-
amined by one person on the other side.

XVIIL If a Senator is called as a witness, he shall be
sworn, and give his testimony standing in his place.

XIX. If a Senator wishes a question to be put to a wit-
ness, or to a manager, or to counsel of the person im-
peached, or to offer a motion or order (except a motion
to adjourn), it shall be reduced to writing, and put by
the Presiding Officer. The parties or their counsel may
interpose objections to witnesses answering questions
propounded at the request of any Senator and the mer-
its of any such objection may be argued by the parties
or their counsel. Ruling on any such objection shall be
made as provided in Rule VII. It shall not be in order
for any Senator to engage in colloquy.



IMPEACHMENT RULES

XX. At all times while the Senate is sitting upon the
trial of an impeachment the doors of the Senate shall
be kept open, unless the Senate shall direct the doors
to be closed while deliberating upon its decisions. A mo-
tion to close the doors may be acted upon without objec-
tion, or, if objection is heard, the motion shall be voted
on without debate by the yeas and nays, which shall be
entered on the record.

XXI. All preliminary or interlocutory questions, and
all motions, shall be argued for not exceeding one hour
(unless the Senate otherwise orders) on each side.

XXII. The case, on each side, shall be opened by one
person. The final argument on the merits may be made
by two persons on each side (unless otherwise ordered
by the Senate upon application for that purpose), and
the argument shall be opened and closed on the part of
the House of Representatives.

XXIII. An article of impeachment shall not be divis-
ible for the purpose of voting thereon at any time dur-
ing the trial. Once voting has commenced on an article
of impeachment, voting shall be continued until voting
has been completed on all articles of impeachment un-
less the Senate adjourns for a period not to exceed one
day or adjourns sine die. On the final question whether
the impeachment is sustained, the yeas and nays shall
be taken on each article of impeachment separately; and
if the impeachment shall not, upon any of the articles
presented, be sustained by the votes of two-thirds of the
Members present, a judgment of acquittal shall be en-
tered; but if the person impeached shall be convicted
upon any such article by the votes of two-thirds of the
Members present, the Senate may proceed to the con-
sideration of such other matters as may be determined
to be appropriate prior to pronouncing judgment. Upon
pronouncing judgment, a certified copy of such judg-
ment shall be deposited in the office of the Secretary of
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State. A motion to reconsider the vote by which any ar-
ticle of impeachment is sustained or rejected shall not
be in order.

Form of putting the question on each article of impeach-
ment

The Presiding Officer shall first state the question;
thereafter each Senator, as his name is called, shall rise
in his place and answer: guilty or not guilty.

XXIV. All the orders and decisions may be acted upon
without objection, or, if objection is heard, the orders
and decisions shall be voted on without debate by yeas
and nays, which shall be entered on the record, subject,
however, to the operation of Rule VII, except when the
doors shall be closed for deliberation, and in that case
no Member shall speak more than once on one question,
and for not more than ten minutes on an interlocutory
question, and for not more than fifteen minutes on the
final question, unless by consent of the Senate, to be
had without debate; but a motion to adjourn may be de-
cided without the yeas and nays, unless they be de-
manded by one-fifth of the Members present. The fifteen
minutes herein allowed shall be for the whole delibera-
tion on the final question, and not on the final question
on each article of impeachment.

XXV. Witnesses shall be sworn in the following form,
viz: “You, , do swear (or affirm, as the case
may be) that the evidence you shall give in the case now
pending between the United States and
shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the
truth: So help you God.” Which oath shall be adminis-
tered by the Secretary, or any other duly authorized
person.
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Form of a subpena to be issued on the application of the
managers of the impeachment, or of the party im-
peached, or of his counsel

To , greeting:

You and each of you are hereby commanded to appear
before the Senate of the United States, on the

day of , at the Senate Chamber in the city of

Washington, then and there to testify your knowledge

in the cause which is before the Senate in which the

House of Representatives have impeached

Fail not.

Witness , and Presiding Officer of the
Senate, at the city of Washington, this day of ,
in the year of our Lord , and of the Independence

of the United States the .

Presiding Officer of the Senate.

Form of direction for the service of said subpena

The Senate of the United States to
greeting:

You are hereby commanded to serve and return the
within subpena according to law.

Dated at Washington, this day of ____, in the
year of our Lord ____, and of the Independence of the
United States the .

Secretary of the Senate.

Form of oath to be administered to the Members of the
Senate and the Presiding Officer sitting in the trial
of impeachments

“I solemnly swear (or affirm, as the case may be) that
in all things appertaining to the trial of the impeach-
ment of , now pending, I will do impartial
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justice according to the Constitution and laws: So help
me God.”

Form of summons to be issued and served upon the per-
son impeached

THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Ss:
The Senate of the United States to

greeting:

Whereas the House of Representatives of the United
States of America did, on the ____ day of ____, exhibit
to the Senate articles of impeachment against you, the
said , in the words following:

[Here insert the articles]
And demand that you, the said , should be

put to answer the accusations as set forth in said arti-
cles, and that such proceedings, examinations, trials,
and judgments might be thereupon had as are agree-
able to law and justice.

You, the said , are therefore hereby sum-
moned to be and appear before the Senate of the United
States of America at their Chamber in the City of
Washington, on the __ day of , at o’clock
_, then and there to answer to the said articles of
impeachment, and then and there to abide by, obey, and
perform such orders, directions, and judgments as the
Senate of the United States shall make in the premises
according to the Constitution and laws of the United
States.

Hereof you are not to fail.

Witness , and Presiding Officer of the
said Senate, at the city of Washington, this __ day of
—_, in the year of our Lord ____, and of the Independ-
ence of the United States the .

Presiding Officer of the Senate.
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Form of precept to be indorsed on said writ of summons
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, SS:
The Senate of the United States to

greeting:
You are hereby commanded to deliver to and leave
with , if conveniently to be found, or if not,

to leave at his usual place of abode, or at his usual
place of business in some conspicuous place, a true and
attested copy of the within writ of summons, together
with a like copy of this precept; and in whichsoever way
you perform the service, let it be done at least

days before the appearance day mentioned in the said
writ of summons.

Fail not, and make return of this writ of summons
and precept, with your proceedings thereon indorsed, on
or before the appearance day mentioned in the said writ
of summons.

Witness , and Presiding Officer of the
Senate, at the city of Washington, this day of
in the year of our Lord , and of the Independence

of the United States the .

Presiding Officer of the Senate.

All process shall be served by the Sergeant at Arms
of the Senate, unless otherwise ordered by the Senate.

XXVI. If the Senate shall at any time fail to sit for the
consideration of articles of impeachment on the day or
hour fixed therefor, the Senate may, by an order to be
adopted without debate, fix a day and hour for resum-
ing such consideration.






THE PUBLIC’S ACCESS TO THE IMPEACHMENT
PROCEEDINGS

[From the Congressional Record, January 6, 1999]

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, during the impeachment trial of Presi-
dent Andrew Johnson, the Senate limited access to the Senate wing
of the Capitol, the Senate floor, and the Senate galleries to those
with official business and those with tickets to the proceedings.

Over the Christmas holidays, staff of the Office of the Secretary
of the Senate, including the Parliamentarian, legislative clerk and
others, and staff of the Office of the Sergeant at Arms and others,
have reviewed the historical precedents but also considered what
we could do to facilitate the public’s access to the proceedings while
taking into account contemporary security requirements and the
flow of business here in the Chamber. Staff have recommended
some restrictions to the access of the Senate wing, floor, and gal-
leries coupled with a ticketing system that will make as many
seats in the gallery available to the public and others as is possible
for us to do.

Accordingly, in a few minutes I will ask unanimous consent be
given to a set of policies that reflect the staff recommendations
which will confine access to the Senate floor and galleries and to
the second and third floors of the Senate wing of the Capitol during
the consideration of the articles of impeachment and at all times
the Chief Justice is presiding.

I thank the distinguished Democratic leader for his efforts and
his cooperation in this matter. We have been very careful to make
sure we reviewed all the precedents, all the rules; that he has had
a chance to check off on these rules, as I have. And I wish to thank
all staff who researched the precedent and evaluated current condi-
tions to develop these recommendations. Before seeking unanimous
consent, however, I will now yield to the assistant Democratic lead-
er.
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAGEL). The assistant Demo-
cratic leader is recognized.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I appreciate the statement of the ma-
jority leader. He has been very gracious in reaching out to this side
of the aisle on the standards that are going to be initiated and ac-
tually used during the impeachment proceedings. I think that the
Secretary of the Senate and the Sergeant at Arms did an excellent
job today of explaining the procedures to the Democratic caucus. I
think there was general agreement that they were favorable and
would certainly make the process here one of which we could all
be proud.

(15)
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UNANIMOUS-CONSENT AGREEMENT—SENATE ACCESS

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that access
to the Senate wing, the Senate floor, and the Senate Chamber gal-
leries during all proceedings involving the exhibition or consider-
ation of the articles of impeachment of the President of the United
States, and all times that the Senate is sitting for trial with the
Chief Justice of the United States presiding, be in accordance with
:cihekallocations and provisions on the documents I now send to the

esk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so ordered.

The documents follow:

ENFORCEMENT OF SENATE RULE XXIII—SENATE FLOOR ACCESS

Rule XXIII.—Persons with privileges under Senate Rule XXIII shall access the
Senate floor through the cloakrooms only and such access will be limited to the
number of vacant seats available on the Senate floor based on protocol consider-
ations enforced by the Secretaries for the Majority and Minority and the Sergeant
at Arms. All persons with access to the Senate floor will remain seated at all times.

Staff Access.—Access to the floor will be strictly limited to those having official
impeachment proceedings duties, using the guidelines below:

N}Ilajority and Minority leaders will be limited to not more than three assistants
each.

Majority and Minority Whips will be limited to not more than two each.

Secretary, Sergeant at Arms, and Secretaries for majority and minority will be
limited to themselves or designated replacement.

Legal Counsel, Deputy Legal Counsel, and Counsel for the Secretary and Sergeant
at Arms will have access on an as-needed basis.

Pages will be appropriately limited.

Cloakroom staff will be permitted as needed, under supervision of secretaries for
the majority or minority, as appropriate.

The Secretary of the Senate’s legislative staff will be permitted as needed, under
supervision of the Secretary.

]ioorkeepers will be permitted as needed, under the supervision of the Sergeant
at Arms.

Committee and Member Staff—Committee and Member Staff will not be per-
mitted on the Senate floor other than as noted above. Accordingly, all messages to
Members will be processed in the regular manner, i.e., through the party cloak-
rooms or the reception room message desk.

Sergeant at Arms.—The Sergeant at Arms shall enforce the above provisions and
take such other actions as necessary to fulfill his responsibilities.

EXTENDING PRIVILEGES OF FLOOR ACCESS

In addition to persons with privileges under Senate Rule XXIII, the following
shall be admitted to the floor of the Senate while the Senate is sitting for impeach-
ment proceedings;

Not more than two assistants to the Chief Justice.

Assistants to the House Managers.

Counsel and assistants to counsel for the President of the United States.

TICKET ALLOCATIONS AND RELATED PROVISIONS

300 daily tickets; 3 for each Senator.

50 seats reserved daily for the public through established tour procedures using
regular gallery passes.

100 permanent numbered tickets; 1 for each Senator, for seating in the family sec-
tion (enlarged to 100 seats by the Sergeant at Arms) and which may be used on
any day and by anyone holding such ticket.

30 daily tickets; 10 each for the Majority and Minority Leaders; 5 each for the
Majority and Minority Whips.

20 daily tickets for the White House.

20 tickets for the House of Representatives.
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19 daily tickets for diplomats, for use only in the diplomatic gallery.

: 3 daily tickets for the President of the Senate, for use only in the diplomatic gal-
ery.

9 daily tickets for the Supreme Court.

Press Galleries.—The press galleries shall remain open and available for members
of the press under established procedures.

Diplomatic Gallery.—The diplomatic gallery shall remain open and available for
diplomatic personnel and guests of the President of the Senate with appropriate
tickets, as noted above.

Family Gallery.—The family gallery shall remain open and available for persons
holding a permanent ticket as noted above, and such gallery shall be augmented by
additional seats located adjacent to the family gallery, so that a total of 100 seats
are reserved for persons holding a permanent ticket.

Public Seating.—The Sergeant at Arms shall designate and reserve 50 seats in
the Senate Chamber galleries, outside the family and press galleries, for members
of the public holding regular gallery passes. All other gallery seats shall be available
for persons with daily tickets, except that the Sergeant at Arms shall, in addition
to seating the general public in the seats reserved for that purpose, seat the general
public holding regular gallery passes in any vacant seats outside the family and
press galleries, with the understanding that such members of the general public are
subject to being displaced by a permanent ticket holder at the request of the Ser-
geant at Arms or a member of his staff designated to perform such duties.

Senate Staff.—Senate staff may be seated in any open seat in the family seating
area, and will be subject to being displaced by a permanent ticket holder at the re-
guest of the Sergeant at Arms or a member of his staff designated to perform such

uties.

Printing of the Rules.—The rules of the galleries shall be printed on all tickets.

Sergeant at Arms.—The Sergeant at Arms shall ensure timely and appropriate
distribution of all tickets and take such other actions as necessary to fulfill his re-
sponsibilities.

ACCESS TO THE SENATE WING OF THE CAPITOL

2nd & 3rd floors.—Access to the second and third floors of the Senate Wing of
the Capitol shall be limited to Senators, Senate staff with appropriate Senate identi-
fication cards, press with appropriate credentials, Architect of the Capitol staff as
necessary, those with Senate Rule XXIII privileges, those with special gallery tick-
ets, those with regular Senate Gallery tickets when the bearer is admitted through
tour lines, and anyone with official business related to the impeachment trial.

Architect of the Capitol.—The Architect of the Capitol shall advise the Sergeant
at Arms of all Architect staff who require access to the Senate Wing.

Sergeant at Arms.—The Sergeant at Arms shall enforce the above provisions and
take such other actions as necessary to fulfill his responsibilities.

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE RECEIVED SUBSEQUENT TO
SINE DIE ADJOURNMENT

Under the authority of the order of the Senate of January 7,
1997, the Secretary of the Senate, on December 19, 1998, subse-
quent to the sine die adjournment of the Senate, received a mes-
sage from the House of Representatives announcing that the House
of Representatives has impeached for high crimes and mis-
demeanors William dJefferson Clinton, President of the United
States; the House of Representatives adopted articles of impeach-
ment against William Jefferson Clinton, which the managers on
the part of the House of Representatives have been directed to
carry to the Senate; and Mr. HYDE of Illinois, Mr. SENSENBRENNER
of Wisconsin, Mr. McCoLLUM of Florida, Mr. GEKAS of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. CANADY of Florida, Mr. BUYER of Indiana, Mr. BRYANT
of Tennessee, Mr. CHABOT of Ohio, Mr. BARR of Georgia, Mr.
HUTCHINSON of Arkansas, Mr. CANNON of Utah, Mr. ROGAN of Cali-
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fornia, and Mr. GRAHAM of South Carolina, have been appointed as
managers.

HOUSE RESOLUTION 611, IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, DECEMBER 19, 1998

Resolved, That William Jefferson Clinton, President of the United States, is im-
peached for high crimes and misdemeanors, and that the following articles of im-
peachment be exhibited to the United States Senate:

Articles of impeachment exhibited by the House of Representatives of the United
States of America in the name of itself and of the people of the United States of
America, against William Jefferson Clinton, President of the United States of Amer-
ica, in maintenance and support of its impeachment against him for high crimes and
misdemeanors.

ARTICLE I

In his conduct while President of the United States, William Jefferson Clinton,
in violation of his constitutional oath faithfully to execute the office of President of
the United States and, to the best of his ability, preserve, protect, and defend the
Constitution of the United States, and in violation of his constitutional duty to take
care that the laws be faithfully executed, has willfully corrupted and manipulated
the judicial process of the United States for his personal gain and exoneration, im-
peding the administration of justice, in that:

On August 17, 1998, William Jefferson Clinton swore to tell the truth, the whole
truth, and nothing but the truth before a Federal grand jury of the United States.
Contrary to that oath, William Jefferson Clinton willfully provided perjurious, false
and misleading testimony to the grand jury concerning one or more of the following:
(1) the nature and details of his relationship with a subordinate Government em-
ployee; (2) prior perjurious, false and misleading testimony he gave in a Federal
civil rights action brought against him; (3) prior false and misleading statements he
allowed his attorney to make to a Federal judge in that civil rights action; and (4)
his corrupt efforts to influence the testimony of witnesses and to impede the dis-
covery of evidence in that civil rights action.

In doing this, William Jefferson Clinton has undermined the integrity of his office,
has brought disrepute on the Presidency, has betrayed his trust as President, and
has acted in a manner subversive of the rule of law and justice, to the manifest in-
jury of the people of the United States.

Wherefore, William Jefferson Clinton, by such conduct, warrants impeachment
and trial, and removal from office and disqualification to hold and enjoy any office
of honor, trust, or profit under the United States.

ARTICLE II

In his conduct while President of the United States, William Jefferson Clinton,
in violation of his constitutional oath faithfully to execute the office of President of
the United States and, to the best of his ability, preserve, protect, and defend the
Constitution of the United States, and in violation of his constitutional duty to take
care that the laws be faithfully executed, has prevented, obstructed, and impeded
the administration of justice, and has to that end engaged personally, and through
his subordinates and agents, in a course of conduct or scheme designed to delay,
impede, cover up, and conceal the existence of evidence and testimony related to a
Fec}fral civil rights action brought against him in a duly instituted judicial pro-
ceeding.

The means used to implement this course of conduct or scheme included one or
more of the following acts:

(1) On or about December 17, 1997, William Jefferson Clinton corruptly encour-
aged a witness in a Federal civil rights action brought against him to execute a
1SW(()-:{rn affidavit in that proceeding that he knew to be perjurious, false and mis-
eading.

(2) On or about December 17, 1997, William Jefferson Clinton corruptly encour-
aged a witness in a Federal civil rights action brought against him to give per-
jurious, false and misleading testimony if and when called to testify personally in
that proceeding.

(3) On or about December 28, 1997, William Jefferson Clinton corruptly engaged
in, encouraged, or supported a scheme to conceal evidence that had been subpoe-
naed in a Federal civil rights action brought against him.

(4) Beginning on or about December 7, 1997, and continuing through and includ-
ing January 14, 1998, William Jefferson Clinton intensified and succeeded in an ef-
fort to secure job assistance to a witness in a Federal civil rights action brought
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against him in order to corruptly prevent the truthful testimony of that witness in
that proceeding at a time when the truthful testimony of that witness would have
been harmful to him.

(5) On January 17, 1998, at his deposition in a Federal civil rights action brought
against him, William Jefferson Clinton corruptly allowed his attorney to make false
and misleading statements to a Federal judge characterizing an affidavit, in order
to prevent questioning deemed relevant by the judge. Such false and misleading
statements were subsequently acknowledged by his attorney in a communication to
that judge.

(6) On or about January 18 and January 20-21, 1998, William Jefferson Clinton
related a false and misleading account of events relevant to a Federal civil rights
action brought against him to a potential witness in that proceeding, in order to cor-
ruptly influence the testimony of that witness.

(7) On or about January 21, 23, and 26, 1998, William Jefferson Clinton made
false and misleading statements to potential witnesses in a Federal grand jury pro-
ceeding in order to corruptly influence the testimony of those witnesses. The false
and misleading statements made by William Jefferson Clinton were repeated by the
witnesses to the grand jury, causing the grand jury to receive false and misleading
information.

In all of this, William Jefferson Clinton has undermined the integrity of his office,
has brought disrepute on the Presidency, has betrayed his trust as President, and
has acted in a manner subversive of the rule of law and justice, to the manifest in-
jury of the people of the United States.

Wherefore, William Jefferson Clinton, by such conduct, warrants impeachment
and trial, and removal from office and disqualification to hold and enjoy any office
of honor, trust, or profit under the United States.

HOUSE RESOLUTION 614, IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, DECEMBER 19, 1998

Resolved, That Mr. Hyde of Illinois, Mr. Sensenbrenner of Wisconsin, Mr. McCol-
lum of Florida, Mr. Gekas of Pennsylvania, Mr. Canady of Florida, Mr. Buyer of In-
diana, Mr. Bryant of Tennessee, Mr. Chabot of Ohio, Mr. Barr of Georgia, Mr.
Hutchinson of Arkansas, Mr. Cannon of Utah, Mr. Rogan of California, and Mr.
Graham of South Carolina are appointed managers to conduct the impeachment
trial against William Jefferson Clinton, President of the United States, that a mes-
sage be sent to the Senate to inform the Senate of these appointments, and that
the managers so appointed may, in connection with the preparation and the conduct
of the trial, exhibit the articles of impeachment to the Senate and take all other
actions necessary, which may include the following:

(1) Employing legal, clerical, and other necessary assistants and incurring
such other expenses as may be necessary, to be paid from amounts available
to the Committee on the Judiciary under applicable expense resolutions or from
the applicable accounts of the House of Representatives.

(2) Sending for persons and papers, and filing with the Secretary of the Sen-
ate, on the part of the House of Representatives, any pleadings, in conjunction
with or subsequent to, the exhibition of the articles of impeachment that the
managers consider necessary.

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE

At 7:09 p.m., a message from the House of Representatives, de-
livered by Mr. Hays, one of its reading clerks,

* * & * * * &

The message further announced that the House has agreed to
the following resolution:

HOUSE RESOLUTION 10, IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, JANUARY 6, 1999

Resolved, That in continuance of the authority conferred in House Resolution 614
of the One Hundred Fifth Congress adopted by the House of Representatives and
delivered to the Senate on December 19, 1998, Mr. Hyde of Illinois, Mr. Sensen-
brenner of Wisconsin, Mr. McCollum of Florida, Mr. Gekas of Pennsylvania, Mr.
Canady of Florida, Mr. Buyer of Indiana, Mr. Bryant of Tennessee, Mr. Chabot of
Ohio, Mr. Barr of Georgia, Mr. Hutchinson of Arkansas, Mr. Cannon of Utah, Mr.
Rogan of California, and Mr. Graham of South Carolina are appointed managers to
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conduct the impeachment trial against William Jefferson Clinton, President of the
United States, that a message be sent to the Senate to inform the Senate of these
appointments, and that the managers so appointed may, in connection with the
preparation and the conduct of the trial, exhibit the articles of impeachment to the
Senate and take all other actions necessary, which may include the following:

(1) Employing legal, clerical, and other necessary assistants and incurring
such other expenses as may be necessary, to be paid from amounts available
to the Committee on the Judiciary under applicable expense resolutions or from
the applicable accounts of the House of Representatives.

(2) Sending for persons and papers, and filing with the Secretary of the Sen-
ate, on the part of the House of Representatives, any pleadings, in conjunction
with or subsequent to, the exhibition of the articles of impeachment that the
managers consider necessary.

UNANIMOUS-CONSENT AGREEMENT—RELATING TO ARTI-
CLES OF IMPEACHMENT AGAINST WILLIAM JEFFERSON
CLINTON

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, pursuant to rule I of the Rules of Pro-
cedure and Practice When Sitting on Impeachment Trials, I ask
unanimous consent that the Secretary of the Senate inform the
House of Representatives that the Senate is ready to receive the
managers appointed by the House for the purpose of exhibiting ar-
ticles of impeachment against William Jefferson Clinton, President
of the United States, agreeably to the notice communicated to the
Senate, and that at the hour of 10 a.m., on Thursday, January 7,
1999, the Senate will receive the honorable managers on the part
of the House of Representatives in order that they may present and
exhibit the articles of impeachment against William Jefferson Clin-
ton, President of the United States.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GRAMS). Without objection, it is
so ordered.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, pursuant to rules III and IV of the
Rules of Procedure and Practice When Sitting on Impeachment
Trials, I ask unanimous consent that at the hour of 1 p.m. on
Thursday, January 7, 1999, the Senate proceed to the consideration
of the articles of impeachment and that the Presiding Officer,
through the Secretary of the Senate, notify the Chief Justice of the
United States of the time and place fixed for consideration of the
articles and requesting his attendance as presiding officer pursuant
to Article I, section 3, clause 6, of the U.S. Constitution.

I further ask consent that the Presiding Officer be authorized to
appoint a committee of Senators, three upon the recommendation
of the majority leader and two upon the recommendation of the
Democratic leader, to escort the Chief Justice into the Senate
Chamber.

Finally, I ask consent that the Secretary of the Senate be di-
rected to notify the House of Representatives of the time and place
fixed for the Senate to proceed upon the impeachment of William
Jefferson Clinton in the Senate Chamber.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so ordered.

PROGRAM

Mr. LOTT. For the information of all Senators, the Senate will
convene then at 9:45 a.m.
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The majority leader will be recognized in order to begin a live
quorum. Following that live quorum at approximately 10 a.m., the
Senate will prepare to receive the managers from the House of
Representatives for the purpose of exhibiting articles of impeach-
ment.

In addition, it is expected that at 1 p.m., the Senate will com-
mence with the swearing in of the Chief Justice of the United
States and all Senators.

Mr. President, just one further note, if I might. I know that Sen-
ators, members of the media, and the American people are anxious
to know how we plan to proceed. I think I should say at this point
I think we had a very productive day. A lot of activities have been
going on in a bipartisan way between Republicans, among them-
selves, and with the Democrats in the Senate and in the House.
There is, in fact, a meeting underway right now with a bipartisan
group of the Senate meeting with a group of managers from the
House.

We intend to continue to try to narrow the list of questions and
come forward with a proposal that would provide for an early be-
ginning, an appropriate time for briefs to be filed, for a full trial
to be provided for, and votes on articles of impeachment at the end
of the process. There are a lot of gaps around what I just said, but
I think that there is a sincere bipartisan and a nonpartisan effort
to do it in a way that is fair and that would get us to a conclusion
on this matter which will be presented to us by the House of Rep-
resentatives.

We have a duty. We will do our very best to carry it out in a way
that the American people will feel is appropriate for the Senate and
that is dignified and fair.

Mr. MOYNIHAN. Mr. President, will the distinguished majority
leader yield?

Mr. LOTT. T am delighted to yield to the distinguished Senator
from New York.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York.

Mr. MOYNIHAN. Mr. President, might I just confirm the obser-
vations of the distinguished majority leader. He has been faultless
in his effort to find agreement on all sides in regard to all ques-
tions of which there is yet no list or likely ever to be a final one.
But we admire him so and appreciate his efforts and will continue
to work with him.

Mr. LOTT. I thank Senator MOYNIHAN for his remarks, for his
wisdom, for his leadership, counsel, and the legislative acumen he
has exhibited for so many years but also his efforts over this very
day to remind us of what our responsibilities are and how difficult
they will be and how they can be misconstrued. We will do our best
to stand together to get this done in an appropriate way.

I thank the Senator for his comments.

Mr. President, I believe we are about ready to receive the official
notification of the managers for the purpose of exhibiting articles
of impeachment. Therefore, I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that the
order for the quorum call be rescinded.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so ordered.
The Senate will receive a message from the House of Representa-
tives.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE—REAPPOINTING MANAGERS
IN RELATION TO THE IMPEACHMENT OF WILLIAM JEF-
FERSON CLINTON, PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. Hays, one
of its reading clerks, announced that the House of Representatives
had passed a resolution (H. Res. 10) reappointing managers in rela-
tion to the impeachment of William Jefferson Clinton, President of
the United States.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The message will be received and
the Senate takes notice of the action by the House.
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105TH CONGRESS
199 Y, RES. 611

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES

DECEMBER 19, 1998

Received

RESOLUTION

Impeaching William Jefferson Clinton, President of the
United States, for high crimes and misdemeanors.

—t

Resolved, That William Jefferson Clinton, President
of the United States, is impeached for high crimes and
misdemeanors, and that the following articles of impeach-
ment be exhibited to the United States Senate:

Articles of impeachment exhibited by the House of
Representatives of the United States of America in the
name of itself and of the people of the United States of

America, against Willlam Jefferson Clinton, President of
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the United States of America, in maintenance and support

Y
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of its impeachment against him for high crimes and mis-

—
p—t

demeanors.



24

O 0 N N W RhWwWN

10

12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

VOL. I: PRELIMINARY PROCEEDINGS

2
ARTICLE 1

In his conduct while President of the United States,
William Jefferson Clinton, in violation of his constitutional
oath faithfully to execute the office of President of the
United States and, to the best of his ability, preserve, pro-
tect, and defend the Constitution of the United States,
and in violation of his constitutional duty to take care that
the laws be faithfully executed, has willfully corrupted and
manipulated the judicial process of the United States for
his personal gain and exoneration, impeding the adminis-
tration of justice, in that:

On August 17, 1998, William Jefferson Clinton swore
to tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the
truth before a Federal grand jury of the United States.
Contrary to that oath, William Jefferson Clinton vvintu
provided perjurious, false and misleading testimony to the
grand jury concerning one or more of the following: (1)
the nature and details of his relationship with a subordi-
nate Government employee; (2) prior perjurious, false and
misleading testimony he gave in a Federal civil rights ac-
tion brought against him; (3) prior false and misleading
statements he allowed his attorney to make to a Federal
judge in that civil rights action; and (4) his corrupt efforts
to influence the testimony of witnesses and to impede the

discovery of evidence in that civil rights action.

HRES 611 RDS
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In doing this, William Jefferson Clinton has under-
mined the integrity of his office, has brought disrepute
on the Presidency, has betrayed his trust as President,
and has acted in a manner subversive of the rule of law
and justice, to the manifest injury of the people of the
United States.

Wherefore, William Jefferson Clinton, by such con-
duct, warrants impeachment and trial, and removal from
office and disqualification to hold and enjoy any office of
honor, trust, or profit under the United States.

ARTICLE II

In his conduet while President of the United States,
William Jefferson Clinton, in violation of his econstitutional
oath faithfully to execute the office of President of the
United States and, té the best of his ability, preserve, pro-
tect, and defend the Constitution of the United States,
and in violation of his constitutional duty to take care that
the laws be faithfully executed, has prevented, obstructed,
and impeded the administration of justice, and has to that
end engaged personally, and through his subordinates and
agents, in a course of conduct or scheme designed to delay,
impede, cover up, and conceal the existence of evidence
and testimony related to a Federal civil rights action
brought against him in a duly instituted judicial proceed-

ing.

HRES 611 RDS
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The means used to implement this course of econduct

or scheme included one or more of the following acts:

(1) On or about December 17, 1997, William
Jefferson Clinton corruptly encouraged a witness in
a Federal civil rights action brought against him to
execute a sworn affidavit in that proceeding that he
knew to be perjurious, false and misleading.

(2) On or about December 17, 1997, William
Jefferson Clinton corruptly encouraged a witness in
a Federal civil rights action brought against him to
give perjurious, false and misleading testimony if -
and when called to testify pérsonally in that proceed-
ng.

(3) On or about December 28, 1997, William
Jefferson Clinton corruptly engaged in, encouraged,
or supported a scheme to conceal evidence that had
been subpoenaed in a Federal civil rights action
brought against him.

{(4) Beginning on or about December 7, 1997,
and continuing through and including January 14,
1998, William Jefferson Clinton intensified and sue-
ceeded in an effort to secure job assistance to a wit-
ness in a Federal civil rights action brought against
him in order to corruptly prevent the truthful testi-

mony of that witness in that proceeding at a time

HRES 611 RDS
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when the truthful testimony of that witness would
have been harmful to him.

(56) On January 17, 1998, at his deposition in
a Federal civil rights action brought against him,
William Jefferson Clinton corruptly allowed his at-
torney to make false and misleading statements to
a Federal judge characterizing an affidavit, in order
to prevent questioning deemed relevant by the judge.
Such false and misleading statements were subse-
quently acknowledged by his attorney in a commu-
nication to that judge.

(6) On or about January 18 and January 20—
21, 1998, William Jefferson Clinton related a false
and misleading account of events relevant to a Fed-
eral civil rights action brought against him to a po-
tential witness in that proceeding, in order to cor-
ruptly influence the testimony of that witness.

(7) On or about January 21, 23, and 26, 1998,
William Jefferson Clinton made false and misleading
statements to potential witnesses in a Federal grand
jury proceeding in order to corruptly influence the
testimony of those witnesses. The false and mislead-
ing statements made by William Jefferson Clinton

were repeated by the witnesses to the grand jury,

HRES 611 RDS
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causing the grand jury to receive false and mislead-

ing information.

In all of this, William Jefferson Clinton has under-
mined the integrity of his office, has brought disrepute
on the Presidency, has betrayed his trust as President,
and has acted in a manner subversive of the rule of law
and justice, to the manifest injury of the people of the
United States.

Wherefore, William Jefferson Clinton, by such con-
duet, warrants impeachment and trial, and removal from
office and disqualification té hold and enjoy any office of
honor, trust, or profit under the United States.

Passed the House of Representatives December 19,
1998.

NEWT GINGRICH,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

Attest: ROBIN H. CARLE,
Clerk.

HRES 611 RDS
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1058 CONGRESS
LN |, RES. 614

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES

DECEMBER 19, 1998
Received

RESOLUTION

Appointing the authorizing managers for the impeachment
trial of William Jefferson Clinton, President of the
United States.

—

Resolved, That Mr. Hyde of Illinois, Mr. Sensen-
brenner of Wisconsin, Mr. MeCollum of Florida, Mr.
Gekas of Pennsylvania, Mr. Canady of Florida, Mr. Buyer
of Indiana, Mr. Bryant of Tennessee, Mr. Chabot of Ohio,
Mr. Barr of Georgia, Mr. Hutchinson of Arkansas, Mr.
Cannon of Utah, Mr. Rogan of California, and Mr.
Graham of South Carolina are appointed managers to con-

duct the impeachment trial against William Jefferson

O 0 N N W Bk W N

Clinton, President of the United States, that a message

Pt
()

be sent to the Senate to inform the Senate of these ap-
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pointments, and that the managers so appointed may, in

oy
N

connection with the preparation and the conduct of the
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1 trial, exhibit the articles of impeachment to the Senate

2 and take all other actions necessary, which may include
3 the following:

4 (1) Employing legal, clerical, and other nec-
5 essary assistants and incurring such other expenses
6 as may be necessary, to be paid from amounts avail-
7 able to the Committee on the Judiciary under appli-
8 cable expense resolutions or from the applicéble ac-
9 counts of the House of Representatives.

10 (2) Sending for persons and papers, and filing
11 with the Secretary of the Senate, on the part of the
12 House of Representatives, any pleadings, in conjune-
13 tion with or subsequent to, the exhibition of the arti-
14 cles of impeachment that the managers consider nee-
15 essary.

Passed the House of Representatives December 19,
1998.

NEWT GINGRICH, ’
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

Attest: ROBIN H. CARLE,
’ Clerk.
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106TH CONGRESS
99 [, RES. 10

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES

JANUARY 6, 1999
Received

RESOLUTION

Appointing the authorizing managers for the impeachment
trial of William Jefferson Clinton, President of the
United States.

—_

Resolved, That in continuance of the authority con-
ferred in House Resolution 614 of the One Hundred Fifth
Congress adopted by the House of Representatives and de-
livered to the Senate on December 19, 1998, Mr. Hyde -
of Illinois, Mr. Sensenbrenner of Wisconsin, Mr. McCol-
lum of Florida, Mr. Gekas of Pennsylvania, Mr. Canady
of Florida, Mr. Buyer of Indiana, Mr. Bryant of Ten-
nessee, Mr. Chabot of Ohio, Mr. Barr of Georgia, Mr.

O 0 NN N U R~ W

Hutchinson of Arkansas, Mr. Cannon of Utah, Mr. Rogan

—
o

of California, and Mr. Graham of South Carolina are ap-

—
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pointed managers to conduet the impeachment trial

-
N

against William Jefferson Clinton, President of the United
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States, that a message be sent to the Senate to inform
the Senate of these appointments, and that the managers
so appointed may, in eonnecﬁon with the preparation and
the conduct of the trial, exhibit the articles of impeach-
ment to the Senate and take all other actions necessary,
which may include the following:

(1) Employing legal, clerical, and other nec-
essary assistants and incurring such other expenses
as may be necessary, to be paid from amounts avail-

| able to the Committee on the Judiciary under appli-
cable expense resolutions or from the applicable ac-
' counts of the House of Representatives.

(2) Sending for persons and papers, and ﬁhng
with the Secfetary of the Senate, on the part of the
House of Representatives, any pleadings, in conjunc-
tion with or subsequent to, the exhibition of the arti-

cles of impeachment that the managers consider nec-

essary.
J. DENNIS HASTERT,

Speaker of the House of Representatives.
Attest: JEFF TRANDAHI,,

Clerk.

HRES 18 BDS
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ORDER OF PROCEDURE

[From the Congressional Record, January 7, 1999]

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I am about to suggest the absence of
a quorum. For the information of Senators, this will be a live
quorum and, under the previous order, at 10 a.m. the Senate will
receive the managers of the House of Representatives to exhibit the
articles of impeachment against William Jefferson Clinton, Presi-
dent of the United States.

QUORUM CALL

Mr. LOTT. Accordingly, Mr. President, I suggest the absence of
a quorum.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to call the roll, and the following
Senators entered the Chamber and answered to their names.

[Quorum No. 2]

Abraham Enzi Lugar
Akaka Feingold Mack
Allard Feinstein McCain
Ashcroft Fitzgerald McConnell
Baucus Frist Mikulski
Bayh Gorton Moynihan
Bennett Graham Murkowski
Biden Gramm Murray
Bingaman Grams gldéles
Bond Grassley Re9 a

Boxer Gregg Rggb
Breaux Hagel Roberts
Brownback Harkin Rockefeller
Bryan Hatch Roth
Bunning Hollings Santorum
Burns Hutchinson Sarbanes
Byrd Hutchison Schumer
Campbell Inhofe Sessions
Chafee Inouye Shelby
Cleland Jeffords Smith (NH)
Cochran Johnson Smith (OR)
Collins Kennedy Snowe
Conrad Kerrey Specter
Coverdell Kerry Stevens
Craig Kohl Thomas
Crapo Kyl Thompson
Daschle Landrieu Thurmond
DeWine Lautenberg Torricelli
Dodd Leahy g\?movmh
Domenici Levin Waﬁnfr
Dorgan Lieberman We dznone
Durbin Lincoln Y
Edwards Lott

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum is present. The Ser-
geant at Arms will present the managers on the part of the House

of Representatives.
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EXHIBITION OF ARTICLES OF IMPEACHMENT AGAINST
WILLIAM JEFFERSON CLINTON, PRESIDENT OF THE
UNITED STATES

At 10:05 a.m., the managers on the part of the House of Rep-
resentatives of the impeachment of William Jefferson Clinton ap-
peared below the bar of the Senate, and the Sergeant at Arms,
James W. Ziglar, announced their presence, as follows:

Mr. President and Members of the Senate, I announce the presence of the man-
agers on the part of the House of Representatives to conduct the proceedings on be-

half of the House concerning the impeachment of William Jefferson Clinton, Presi-
dent of the United States.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The managers on the part of the
House will be received and escorted to the well of the Senate.

The managers were thereupon escorted by the Sergeant at Arms
of the Senate, James W. Ziglar, to the well of the Senate.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sergeant at Arms will make
the proclamation.

The Sergeant at Arms, James W. Ziglar, made the proclamation,
as follows:

Hear ye! Hear ye! Hear ye! All persons are commanded to keep silent, on pain
of imprisonment, while the House of Representatives is exhibiting to the Senate of

the United States articles of impeachment against William Jefferson Clinton, Presi-
dent of the United States.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The managers on the part of the
House will proceed.

Mr. Manager HYDE. Mr. President, the managers on the part of
the House of Representatives are present and ready to present the
articles of impeachment which have been preferred by the House
of Representatives against William Jefferson Clinton, President of
the United States.

The House adopted the following resolution, which with the per-
mission of the Senate I will read.

HOUSE RESOLUTION 10

Resolved, That in continuance of the authority conferred in House Resolution 614
of the One Hundred Fifth Congress adopted by the House of Representatives and
delivered to the Senate on December 19, 1998, Mr. Hyde of Illinois, Mr. Sensen-
brenner of Wisconsin, Mr. McCollum of Florida, Mr. Gekas of Pennsylvania, Mr.
Canady of Florida, Mr. Buyer of Indiana, Mr. Bryant of Tennessee, Mr. Chabot of
Ohio, Mr. Barr of Georgia, Mr. Hutchinson of Arkansas, Mr. Cannon of Utah, Mr.
Rogan of California, and Mr. Graham of South Carolina are appointed managers to
conduct the impeachment trial against William Jefferson Clinton, President of the
United States, that a message be sent to the Senate to inform the Senate of these
appointments, and that the managers so appointed may, in connection with the
preparation and the conduct of the trial, exhibit the articles of impeachment to the
Senate and take all other actions necessary, which may include the following:

(1) Employing legal, clerical, and other necessary assistants and incurring such
other expenses as may be necessary, to be paid from amounts available to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary under applicable expense resolutions or from the applicable
accounts of the House of Representatives.

(2) Sending for persons and papers, and filing with the Secretary of the Senate,
on the part of the House of Representatives, any pleadings, in conjunction with or
subsequent to, the exhibition of the articles of impeachment that the managers con-
sider necessary.

With the permission of the Senate, I will now read the articles
of impeachment, House Resolution 611.
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HOUSE RESOLUTION 611

Resolved, That William Jefferson Clinton, President of the United States, is im-
peached for high crimes and misdemeanors, and that the following articles of im-
peachment be exhibited to the United States Senate:

Articles of impeachment exhibited by the House of Representatives of the United
States of America in the name of itself and of the people of the United States of
America, against William Jefferson Clinton, President of the United States of Amer-
ica, in maintenance and support of its impeachment against him for high crimes and
misdemeanors.

ARTICLE 1

In his conduct while President of the United States, William Jefferson Clinton,
in violation of his constitutional oath faithfully to execute the office of President of
the United States and, to the best of his ability, preserve, protect, and defend the
Constitution of the United States, and in violation of his constitutional duty to take
care that the laws be faithfully executed, has willfully corrupted and manipulated
the judicial process of the United States for his personal gain and exoneration, im-
peding the administration of justice, in that:

On August 17, 1998, William Jefferson Clinton swore to tell the truth, the whole
truth, and nothing but the truth before a Federal grand jury of the United States.
Contrary to that oath, William Jefferson Clinton willfully provided perjurious, false
and misleading testimony to the grand jury concerning one or more of the following:
(1) the nature and details of his relationship with a subordinate Government em-
ployee; (2) prior perjurious, false and misleading testimony he gave in a Federal
civil rights action brought against him; (3) prior false and misleading statements he
allowed his attorney to make to a Federal judge in that civil rights action; and (4)
his corrupt efforts to influence the testimony of witnesses and to impede the dis-
covery of evidence in that civil rights action.

In doing this, William Jefferson Clinton has undermined the integrity of his office,
has brought disrepute on the Presidency, has betrayed his trust as President, and
has acted in a manner subversive of the rule of law and justice, to the manifest in-
jury of the people of the United States.

Wherefore, William Jefferson Clinton, by such conduct, warrants impeachment
and trial, and removal from office and disqualification to hold and enjoy any office
of honor, trust, or profit under the United States.

ARTICLE II

In his conduct while President of the United States, William Jefferson Clinton,
in violation of his constitutional oath faithfully to execute the office of President of
the United States and, to the best of his ability, preserve, protect, and defend the
Constitution of the United States, and in violation of his constitutional duty to take
care that the laws be faithfully executed, has prevented, obstructed, and impeded
the administration of justice, and has to that end engaged personally, and through
his subordinates and agents, in a course of conduct or scheme designed to delay,
impede, cover up, and conceal the existence of evidence and testimony related to a
Fed(.ieral civil rights action brought against him in a duly instituted judicial pro-
ceeding.

The means used to implement this course of conduct or scheme included one or
more of the following acts:

(1) On or about December 17, 1997, William Jefferson Clinton corruptly en-
couraged a witness in a Federal civil rights action brought against him to exe-
cute a sworn affidavit in that proceeding that he knew to be perjurious, false
and misleading.

(2) On or about December 17, 1997, William Jefferson Clinton corruptly en-
couraged a witness in a Federal civil rights action brought against him to give
perjurious, false and misleading testimony if and when called to testify person-
ally in that proceeding.

(3) On or about December 28, 1997, William Jefferson Clinton corruptly en-
gaged in, encouraged, or supported a scheme to conceal evidence that had been
subpoenaed in a Federal civil rights action brought against him.

(4) Beginning on or about December 7, 1997, and continuing through and in-
cluding January 14, 1998, William Jefferson Clinton intensified and succeeded
in an effort to secure job assistance to a witness in a Federal civil rights action
brought against him in order to corruptly prevent the truthful testimony of that
witness in that proceeding at a time when the truthful testimony of that wit-
ness would have been harmful to him.
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(5) On January 17, 1998, at his deposition in a Federal civil rights action
brought against him, William Jefferson Clinton corruptly allowed his attorney
to make false and misleading statements to a Federal judge characterizing an
affidavit, in order to prevent questioning deemed relevant by the judge. Such
false and misleading statements were subsequently acknowledged by his attor-
ney in a communication to that judge.

(6) On or about January 18 and January 20-21, 1998, William Jefferson Clin-
ton related a false and misleading account of events relevant to a Federal civil
rights action brought against him to a potential witness in that proceeding, in
order to corruptly influence the testimony of that witness.

(7) On or about January 21, 23, and 26, 1998, William Jefferson Clinton made
false and misleading statements to potential witnesses in a Federal grand jury
proceeding in order to corruptly influence the testimony of those witnesses. The
false and misleading statements made by William Jefferson Clinton were re-
peated by the witnesses to the grand jury, causing the grand jury to receive
false and misleading information.

In all of this, William Jefferson Clinton has undermined the integrity of his office,
has brought disrepute on the Presidency, has betrayed his trust as President, and
has acted in a manner subversive of the rule of law and justice, to the manifest in-
jury of the people of the United States.

Wherefore, William Jefferson Clinton, by such conduct, warrants impeachment
and trial, and removal from office and disqualification to hold and enjoy any office
of honor, trust, or profit under the United States.

Passed the House of Representatives December 19, 1998. Newt Gingrich, Speaker
of the House of Representatives. Attest: Robin H. Carle, Clerk.

Mr. President, that completes the exhibition of the articles of im-
peachment against William Jefferson Clinton, President of the
United States. The managers request that the Senate take order
for the trial. The managers now request leave to withdraw.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thank you, Mr. Manager HYDE.
The Senate will notify the House of Representatives when it is
ready to proceed.

Mr. LOTT addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The majority leader is recognized.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT-AGREEMENT

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I modify my previous request and ask
unanimous consent that the Presiding Officer be authorized to ap-
point a committee of six Senators, three upon the recommendation
of the majority leader and three upon the recommendation of the
Democratic leader, to escort the Chief Justice into the Senate
Chamber.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

RECESS

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate stand in recess until the hour of 12:45 today. Before the Chair
rules on this request, I say as a reminder to all Senators that at
1 p.m. today, following a live quorum, the Chief Justice and all
Senators will be sworn in. I thank all Senators.

There being no objection, the Senate, at 10:16 a.m., recessed;
whereupon, at 12:49 p.m., the Senate reassembled when called to
order by the President pro tempore.

Mr. LOTT addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The majority leader is recognized.
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AUTHORIZING THE TAKING OF A PHOTOGRAPH IN THE
CHAMBER OF THE UNITED STATES SENATE

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate now proceed to the consideration of S. Res. 11 introduced ear-
lier today.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A resolution (S. Res. 11) authorizing the taking of a photograph in the Chamber
of the U.S. Senate.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the imme-
diate consideration of the resolution?

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider the
resolution.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that the res-
olution be agreed to and the motion to reconsider be laid upon the
table.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

The resolution (S. Res. 11) was agreed to.

The resolution reads as follows:

S. REs. 11

Resolved, That paragraph 1 of rule IV of the Rules for the Regulation of the Sen-
ate Wing of the United States Capitol (prohibiting the taking of pictures in the Sen-
ate Chamber) be temporarily suspended for the sole and specific purpose of permit-
ting an official photograph to be taken on January 7, 1999, of the swearing in of
Members of the United States Senate for the impeachment trial of the President of
the United States.

SEC. 2. The Sergeant at Arms of the Senate is authorized and directed to make
the necessary arrangements therefor, which arrangements shall provide for a min-
imum of disruption to Senate proceedings.

APPOINTMENT OF ESCORT COMMITTEE

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair, pursuant to the order
of January 6, 1999, as modified, on behalf of the majority leader,
appoints Mr. STEVENS of Alaska, Mr. HATCH of Utah, and Ms.
SNOWE of Maine, and on behalf of the Democratic leader, Mr. BYRD
of West Virginia, Mr. LEAHY of Vermont, and Ms. MIKULSKI of
Maryland.

ORDER OF PROCEDURE

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I am about to suggest the absence of
a quorum. For the information of all Senators, this will be a live
quorum, and we will under the previous order meet at 1 p.m. to
proceed to the consideration of the articles of impeachment which
will commence with the swearing in of the Chief Justice of the
United States and all Senators.

QUORUM CALL

Mr. LOTT. Accordingly then, Mr. President, I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clerk will call the roll.
The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
entered the Chamber and answered to their name.

[Quorum No. 3]

Abraham Feingold Mack
Akaka Feinstein McCain
Allard Fitzgerald McConnell
Ashcroft Frist Mikulski
Baucus Gorton Moynihan
Bayh Graham Murkowski
Bennett Gramm Murray
Biden Grams Nickles
Bingaman Grassley Reed

Bond Gregg Reid

Boxer Hagel Robb
Breaux Harkin Roberts
Brownback Hatch Rockefeller
Bryan Helms Roth
Bunning Hollings Santorum
Burns Hutchinson Sarbanes
Byrd Hutchison Schumer
Campbell Inhofe Sessions
Chafee Inouye Shelby
Cleland Jeffords Smith (NH)
Cochran Johnson Smith (OR)
Collins Kennedy Snowe
Conrad Kerrey Specter
Coverdell Kerry Stevens
Craig Kohl Thomas
Crapo Kyl Thompson
Daschle Landrieu Thurmond
DeWine Lautenberg Torricelli
Dodd Leahy Voinovich
Domenici Levin Warner
Dorgan Lieberman Wellstone
Durbin Lincoln Wyden
Edwards Lott

Enzi Lugar

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate will come to order.
Senators will take their seats. All others will remove themselves

from the floor.

TRIAL OF WILLIAM JEFFERSON CLINTON, PRESIDENT OF

THE UNITED STATES

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the previous order, the
hour of 1 p.m. having arrived, and a quorum having been estab-
lished, the Senate will proceed to the consideration of the articles
of impeachment against William Jefferson Clinton, President of the
United States.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, at this time, pursuant to rule IV of the
Senate Rules on Impeachment and the United States Constitution,
the Presiding Officer will now administer the oath to William H.
Rehnquist, Chief Justice of the United States.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the previous order, the es-
cort committee will now conduct the Chief Justice of the United
States to the dais to be administered the oath.

[Senators rising.]
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The Chief Justice was thereupon escorted into the Chamber by
Senators STEVENS, BYRD, HATCH, LEAHY, SNOWE, and MIKULSKI.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. We are pleased to welcome you.

The CHIEF JUSTICE. Senators, I attend the Senate in con-
formity with your notice, for the purpose of joining with you for the
trial of the President of the United States, and I am now ready to
take the oath.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will you place your left hand on
the Bible, and raise your right hand.

Do you solemnly swear that in all things appertaining to the trial
of the impeachment of William Jefferson Clinton, President of the
United States, now pending, you will do impartial justice according
to the Constitution and laws, so help you God?

The CHIEF JUSTICE. I do.

At this time I will administer the oath to all Senators in the
Chamber in conformance with Article I, section 3, clause 6, of the
Constitution and the Senate’s impeachment rules.

Will all Senators now stand and raise your right hand.

Do you solemnly swear that in all things appertaining to the trial
of the impeachment of William Jefferson Clinton, President of the
United States, now pending, you will do impartial justice according
to the Constitution and laws, so help you God?

SENATORS. I do.

The CHIEF JUSTICE. The clerk will call the names and record
the responses.

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the Senators present an-
swered “I do” and signed the Official Oath Book.

The CHIEF JUSTICE. The Sergeant at Arms will make the proc-
lamation.

The Sergeant at Arms, James W. Ziglar, made proclamation as
follows:

Hear ye! Hear ye! Hear ye! All persons are commanded to keep silent, on pain
of imprisonment, while the House of Representatives is exhibiting to the Senate of

the United States articles of impeachment against William Jefferson Clinton, Presi-
dent of the United States.

The CHIEF JUSTICE. The majority leader is now recognized.

Mr. LOTT. Mr. Chief Justice, any Senator who was not in the
Senate Chamber at the time the oath was administered to the
other Senators will make the fact known to the Chair so that the
oath may be administered as soon as possible to the Senator. The
secretary will note the names of the Senators who have been sworn
and will assure that they have signed the book, which will be the
Senate’s permanent record of the administration of the oath. I ask
for the cooperation of all Senators present to please make sure that
you sign the oath book today.

RECESS SUBJECT TO THE CALL OF THE CHAIR

Mr. LOTT. Mr. Chief Justice, if there is no objection, I ask that
the Senate trial now stand in recess subject to the call of the Chair.

The CHIEF JUSTICE. Is there objection?

Hearing none, it is so ordered.

Thereupon, at 1:42 p.m., the Senate, sitting as a Court of Im-
peachment, recessed subject to the call of the Chair.
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‘Authorizing the taking of a photograph in the Chamber of the United States
Senate..

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES

JANUARY 7, 1999

Mr. LorT (for himself and Mr. DASCHLE) submitted the following resolution;
which was considered and agreed to

RESOLUTION

Authorizing the taking of a photograph in the Chamber
of the United States Senate.

1 Resolved, That paragraph 1 of rule IV of the Rules
for the Regulation of the Senate Wing of the United
States Capitol (prohibiting the taking of pictures in the
Senate Chamber) be temporarily suspended for the sole
and specific purpose of permitting an official photograph
to be taken on January 7, 1999, of the swearing in of
Members of the United States Senate for the impeachment
trial of the President of the United States.

O 00 3 N W WM

SEC. 2. The Sergeant at Arms of the Senate is au-
10 thorized and directed to make the necessary arrangements
11 therefor, which arrangements shall provide for a minimum

12 of disruption to Senate proceedings.
O
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January 7, 1999

Photograph taken pursuant to S. Res. 11, 106th Cong. (1999)



JANUARY 7, 1999

Photograph taken pursuant to S. Res. 11, 106th Cong. (1999)
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TRIAL OF WILLIAM JEFFERSON CLINTON, PRESIDENT OF
THE UNITED STATES

[From the Congressional Record, January 8, 1999]

The Senate, at 4:02 p.m., reassembled when called to order by
the President pro tempore.

When a quorum was established, the Senate resumed sitting as
a Court of Impeachment.

The CHIEF JUSTICE. Pursuant to rule III of the rules of proce-
dure for impeachment trials in the U.S. Senate, the Senate will
now resume consideration of the articles of impeachment of Wil-
liam Jefferson Clinton. The Sergeant at Arms will make the procla-
mation.

The Sergeant at Arms, James W. Ziglar, made proclamation as
follows:

Hear ye! Hear ye! Hear ye! All persons are commanded to keep silence, on pain
of imprisonment, while the House of Representatives is exhibiting to the Senate of

the United States articles of impeachment against William Jefferson Clinton, Presi-
dent of the United States.

The CHIEF JUSTICE. The majority leader is recognized.

PROVIDING FOR ISSUANCE OF A SUMMONS AND FOR RELATED PROCE-
DURES CONCERNING THE ARTICLES OF IMPEACHMENT AGAINST WIL-
LIAM JEFFERSON CLINTON, PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES

Mr. LOTT. Mr. Chief Justice, I am quite pleased to send a reso-
lution to the desk on behalf of myself and the Democratic leader-
ship, Senator DASCHLE, and, in fact, for the entire U.S. Senate, and
I ask consent that if the resolution is agreed to by the Senate, it
be considered to have the dignity of a unanimous-consent agree-
ment up to the final paragraph.

The CHIEF JUSTICE. Is there objection to the request of the
majority leader?

Mr. REID. No objection.

The CHIEF JUSTICE. Without objection, it is so ordered.

The clerk will report the resolution by title.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A resolution (S. Res. 16) to provide for issuance of a summons and for related pro-

cedures concerning the articles of impeachment against William Jefferson Clinton,
President of the United States.

The CHIEF JUSTICE. The question occurs on Senate Resolution
16 submitted by the majority leader, Mr. LOTT. Pursuant to rule
XXIV of the Senate rules on impeachment, the yeas and nays are
required on this question.

Mr. BYRD addressed the Chair.

The CHIEF JUSTICE. The Senator from West Virginia.

(45)
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Mr. BYRD. Parliamentary inquiry. Could the clerk read the reso-
lution for the edification of the Senate at this time.

The CHIEF JUSTICE. If that is the will of the body, the resolu-
tion will be read.

Mr. BYRD. I ask unanimous consent that be done.

The CHIEF JUSTICE. Is there objection to the reading of the
resolution?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

The clerk will read the resolution in its entirety.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That the summons be issued in the usual form provided that the Presi-
dent may have until 12 noon on Monday, January 11th, to file his answer with the
Secretary of the Senate, and the House have until 12 noon on January 13th to file
its replication with the Secretary of the Senate, together with the record which will
consist of those publicly available materials that have been submitted to or pro-
duced by the House Judiciary Committee, including transcripts of public hearings
or mark-ups and any materials printed by the House of Representatives or House
Judiciary Committee pursuant to House Resolutions 525 and 581. Such record will
be admitted into evidence, printed, and made available to Senators. If the House
wishes to file a trial brief it shall be filed by 5 p.m. on January 11th.

The President and the House shall have until 5 p.m. on January 11th to file any
motions permitted under the rules of impeachment except for motions to subpoena
witnesses or to present any evidence not in the record. Responses to any such mo-
tions shall be filed no later than 10 a.m. on January 13th. The President may file
a trial brief at or before that time. The House may file a rebuttal brief no later than
10 a.m. January 14th.

Arguments on such motions shall begin at 1 p.m. on January 13th, and each side
may determine the number of persons to make its presentation, following which the
Senate shall deliberate and vote on any such motions. Following the disposition of
these motions, or if no motions occur then at 1 p.m. on January 14th, the House
shall make its presentation in support of the articles of impeachment for a period
of time not to exceed 24 hours. Each side may determine the number of persons to
make its presentation. The presentation shall be limited to argument from the
record. Following the House presentation. The President shall make his presen-
tation for a period not to exceed 24 hours as outlined in the paragraph above with
reference to the House presentation.

Upon the conclusion of the President’s presentation, Senators may question the
parties for a period of time not to exceed 16 hours.

After the conclusion of questioning by the Senate, it shall be in order to consider
and debate a motion to dismiss as outlined by the impeachment rules. Following de-
bate it shall be in order to make a motion to subpoena witnesses and/or present any
evidence not in the record, with debate time on that motion limited to 6 hours, to
be equally divided between the two parties. Following debate and any deliberation
as provided in the impeachment rules, the Senate will proceed to vote on the motion
to dismiss, and if defeated, an immediate vote on the motion to subpoena witnesses
and/or to present any evidence not in the record, all without any intervening action,
motion, amendment or debate.

If the Senate agrees to allow either the House or the President to call witnesses,
the witnesses shall first be deposed and the Senate shall decide after deposition
which witnesses shall testify, pursuant to the impeachment rules. Further, the time
for depositions shall be agreed to by both leaders. No testimony shall be admissible
in the Senate unless the parties have had an opportunity to depose such witnesses.

If the Senate fails to dismiss the case, the parties will proceed to present evi-
dence. At the conclusion of the deliberations by the Senate, the Senate shall proceed
to vote on each article of impeachment.

The CHIEF JUSTICE. The question occurs on Senate Resolution
16. The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

The result was announced—yeas 100, nays 0, as follows:
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YEAS—100
Abraham Feingold Mack
Akaka Feinstein McCain
Allard Fitzgerald McConnell
Ashcroft Frist Mikulski
Baucus Gorton Moynihan
Bayh Graham Murkowski
Bennett Gramm Murray
Biden Grams Nickles
Bingaman Grassley Reed
Bond Gregg Reid
Boxer Hagel Robb
Breaux Harkin Roberts
Brownback Hatch Rockefeller
Bryan Helms Roth
Bunning Hollings Santorum
Burns Hutchinson Sarbanes
Byrd Hutchison Schumer
Campbell Inhofe Sessions
Chafee Inouye Shelby
Cleland Jeffords Smith (NH)
Cochran Johnson Smith (OR)
Collins Kennedy Snowe
Conrad Kerrey Specter
Coverdell Kerry Stevens
Craig Kohl Thomas
Crapo Kyl Thompson
Daschle Landrieu Thurmond
DeWine Lautenberg Torricelli
Dodd Leahy Voinovich
Domenici Levin Warner
Dorgan Lieberman Wellstone
Durbin Lincoln Wyden
Edwards Lott
Enzi Lugar

The resolution (S. Res. 16) was agreed to.

Mr. LOTT addressed the Chair.

The CHIEF JUSTICE. The Chair recognizes the majority leader.

Mr. LOTT. Thank you, Mr. Chief Justice.

I remind all Senators to please remain until the Chief Justice
has departed the Chamber.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. LOTT. I now ask unanimous consent that the Court of Im-
peachment stand in adjournment, and that all Senators remain at
their desks, as I just suggested, so the Chief Justice can depart the
Chamber.

The CHIEF JUSTICE. Without objection, it is so ordered.

Thereupon, at 4:34 p.m., the Senate, sitting as a Court of Im-
peachment, adjourned.
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106TH CONGRESS
1sT SESSION S‘ RES, 1 6

Mo provide for issuance of a summons and for related procedures concerning
the articles of impeachment against William Jefferson Clinton, President
of the United States.

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES

JANUARY 8, 1999

Mr. Lorr (for himself and Mr. DASCHLE) submitted the following resolution;
which was considered and agreed to

RESOLUTION
To provide for issuance of a summons and for related proce-
dures concerning the articles of impeachment against
William Jefferson Clinton, President of the TUnited
States.

1 Resolved, That the summons be issued in the usual
2 form provided that the President may have until 12:00
3 noon on Monday, January 11, 1999, to file his answer
4 with the Secretary of the Senate, and the House of Rep-
5 resentatives have until 12:00 noon on Wednesday, J anu-
6 ary 13, 1999, to file its replication with the Secretary of
7 the Senate, together with the record which will eonsist\ of

8 those publicly available materials that have been submit-
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ted to or produced by the House Judiciary Committee, in-
cluding transcripts of public hearings or mark-ups and
any materials printed by the Hoﬁse of Representatives or
the House Judiciary Committee pursuant to House Reso-
lutions 525 and 581. Such record will be admitted into
evideﬁce, printed, and made available to Senators. If the
House of Representatives wishes to file a trial brief it shall
be filed by 5:00 p.m. on Monday, January 11, 1999.

The President and the House of Representatives shall
have until 5:00 p.m. on Monday, January 11, 1999, to
file any motions permitted under the rules of impeachment
éxeept for motions to subpoena witnesses or to present any
evidence not in the record. Responses to any such motions
shall be filed no later than 10:00 a.m. on Wednesday, Jan-
uary 138, 1999. The President may file a trial brief at or
before that time. The House of Representatives may file
a rebuttal brief no later than 10:00 a.m. on Thursday,
January 14, 1999.

Arguments on such motions shall begin at 1:00 p.m.
on Wednesday, January 13, 1999, and each side may de-
termine the number of persons to make its presentation,
following which the Senate shall deliberate and vote on
any such motions. Following the dispositioﬁ of these mo-
tions, or if no motions occur then at 1:00 p.m. on Thurs-

day, January 14, 1999, the House of Representatives shall
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make it's presentation in support of the articles of im-
peachment for a period of time not to exceed 24 hours.
Each side may determine the number of persons to make
it’s presentation. The presentation shall be limited to ar-
gument from the record. Following the House of Rep-
resentatives presentation, the President shall make his
presentation for a period not to exceed 24 hours as out-
lined in the paragraph above with reference to the House
of Representatives presentation.

Upon the conclusion of the President’s presentation,
Senators may question the parties for a period of time
not to exceed 16 hours.

After the conclusion of questioning by the Senate, it
shall be in order to consider and debate a motion to dis-
miss as outlined by the impeachment rules. Following de-
bate it shall be in order to make a motion to subpoena
witnesses and/or to present any evidence not in the record,
with debate time on that motion limited to 6 hours, to
be equally divided between the two parties. Following de-
bate and any deliberation as provided in the impeachment
rules, the Senate will proceed to vote on the motion td
dismiss, and if defeated, an immediate vote on the motion
to subpoena witnesses and/or to present any evidence not
In the record, all without intervening aection, motion,

amendment or debate.
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If the Senate agrees to allow either the House of Rep-

resentatives or the President to call witnesses, the wit-

nesses shall first be deposed and the Senate shall decide

after deposition which witnesses shall testify, pursuant to

the impeachment rules. Further, the time for depositions
shall be agreed to by both leaders. No testimony shall be

admissible in the Senate unless the parties have had an

opportunity to depose such witnesses.
If the Senate fails to dismiss the case, the parties

will proceed to present evidence. At the conclusion of the

deliberations by the Senate, the Senate shall proceed {o-

vote on each article of impeachment,
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THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ss:
The Senate of the United States to James W. Ziglar, Sergeant at
Arms, United States Senate, greeting:

You are hereby commanded to deliver to and Jeave with
William Jefferson Clinton, if conveniently to be found, or if not,
to leave at his usual place of abode, a true and attested copy of the
within wiit of summons, together with a like copy of this precept;
and in whichsoever way you perform the service, let it be done at
least 2 days before the answer day mentioned in the said writ of
SUIMMONS.

Fail not, and make retum of this writ of summons and
precept, with your proceedings thereon indorsed, on or before the

day for answering mentioned in the said writ of sumrnons.

Witness Strom Thurmond, President pro tempore of the

‘Senate, at Washington, D.C., this 8th day of January, 1999, the

two hundred and twenty-third year of the Independence of the
United States.

Attest:

Secretary of the Senate.
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THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ss:
The Senate of the United States to William Jefferson Clinton, greeting:

‘Whereas the House of Representatives of the United States of
America did, on the 7th day of January, 1999, exhibit to the Senate
articles of impeachment against you, the said William Jefferson
Clinton, in the words following:

“Articles of impeachment exhibited by the House of Representatives of
the United States of America in the name of itself and of the people of the
United States of America, against William Jefferson Clinton, President of the
United States of America, in maintenance and support of its impeachment
against him for high crimes and misdemeanors.

ARTICLE I

“In his conduct while President of the United States, William Jefferson
Clinton, in violation of his constitutional oath faithfully 1o execute the office of
President of the United States and, to the best of his ability, preserve, protect,
and defend the Constimution of the United States, and in viclation of his
constitutional duty to take care that the laws be faithfully executed, has willfully
corrupted and manipulated the judicial process of the United States for his
personal gain'and exoneration, impeding the administration of justice, in that:

“QOn August 17, 1998, William Jefferson Clinton swore to tell the tuth,
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth before a Federal grand jury of the
United States.. Contrary to that oath, William Jefferson Clinton willfully
provided perjurious. false and misleading testimony to the grand jury concerning
one or more of the following: (1) the nature and details of his relationship with
a subordinate Government employee; (2) prior perjurious, false and misleading
testimony he gave in a Federal civil rights action brought against him; (3) prier
false and misleading statements he allowed his atiomney to make to a Federal
judge in that civil rights action; and (4) his corrupt efforts to influence the
testimony of witnesses and to impede the discovery of evidence in that civil
rights action.

“In doing this, William Jefferson Clinton has undermined the integrity
of his office, has brought disrepute on the Presidency, has betrayed his trust as
President, and has acted in 2 manner subversive of the rule of law and justice,
to the manifest injury of the people of the United States.
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“Wherefore, William Jefferson Clinton, by such conduct, warrants
impeachment and trial, and removal from office and disqualification to hold and
enjoy any office of honor, trust, or profit under the United States.

ARTICLE QI

“In his conduct while President of the United States, William Jefferson
Clinton, in violation of his constitutional oath faithfully to execute the office of
President of the United States and, to the best of his ability, preserve, protect,
and defend the Constitution of the United States, and in vioclation of his
constitutional duty 1o take care that the laws be faithfully executed, has
prevented, obstructed, and impeded the administration of justice, and has to that
end engaged personally, and through his subordinates and agents, in a course of
conduct or scheme designed to delay, impede, cover up, and conceal the
existence of evidence and testimony related to a Federal civil rights action
brought against him in a duly instituted judicial proceeding.

“The means used to implement this course of conduct or scheme
included one or more of the following acts:

*“(1) On or about December 17, 1997, William Jefferson Clinton
corruptly encouraged a wimess in a Federal civil rights action brought against
him to execute a swom affidavit in that proceeding that he knew to be
perjurious, false and misleading.

“(2) On or about December 17, 1997, William Jefferson Clinton
corruptly encouraged a witness in a Federal civil rights action brought against
him to give perjurious, false and misteading testimony if and when called to
testify personally in that proceeding.

*“(3) On or about December 28, 1997, William Jefferson Clinton
corruptly engaged in, encouraged, or supported a scheme to conceal evidence
that had been subpoenaed in 2 Federal civil rights action brought against him.

*(4) Beginning on or about December 7, 1997, and continuing through
and including January 14, 1998, William Jefferson Clinton intensified and
succeeded in an effort to secure job assistance to a wimess in a Federal civil
rights action brought against him in order to corruptly prevent the truthful
testimony of that wimess in that proceeding at a time when the truthful
testimony of that witness would have been harmful to him.
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“(5) On January 17, 1998, at his deposition in a Federal civil rights
action brought against him, William Jefferson Clinton corruptly allowed his
attomey to make false and misleading statements to 2 Federal judge
characterizing an affidavit, in order to prevent questioning deemed relevant by
the judge. Such false and misleading statements were subsequently
acknowledged by his attorney in a communication to that judge.

“(6) On or about January 18 and January 20-21, 1998, William Jefferson
Clipton related a false and misleading account of events relevant to a Federal
civil rights action brought againsthim to 2 potential wimess in that proceeding,
in order to corruptly influence the testimony of that witness.

“(7) On or about Japuary 21, 23, and 26, 1998, William Jefferson
Clinton made false and misleading statements to potential wimesses in a Federal
grand jury proceeding in order to corruptly influence the testimony of these

55

wimesses. The false and misleading statements made by William Jefferson.

Clinton were repeated by the witnesses to the grand jury, causing the grand jury
to receive false and misleading information.

“In all of this, William Jefferson Clinton has undermined the integrity
of his office, has brought disrepute on the Presidency, has betrayed his trust as
President, and has acted in a manner subversive of the rule of law and justice,
to the manifest injury of the people of the United States.

“Wherefore, William Iefferson Clinton, by such conduct, warrants
impeachment and trial, and removal from office and disqualification to hold and
enjoy any office of honor, trust, or profit under the United States.”

And demand that you, the said William Jefferson Clinton, should be
put to answer the accusations as set forth in said articles, and that such
proceedings, examinations, trials, and judgments might be thereupon
had as are agreeable to law and justice.

You, the said William Jefferson Clinton, are therefore hereby
summoned to file with the Secretary of the United States Senate, S-220
The Capitol, Washington, D.C., 20510, an answer to the said articles
of impeachment no later than noon on the 11th day of January, 1999,
and thereafter to abide by, obey, and perform such orders, directions,
and judgments as the Senate of the United States shall make in the pre-
mises according to the Constitution and laws of the United States.
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Hereof you are not to fail.
Witness Strom Thurmond, President pro tempore of the Senate,

at Washington, D.C., this 8th day of January, 1999, the two hundred
and twenty-third year of the Independence of the United States.

Altest:

Secretary of the Senare.
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The foregoing writ of summons, addressed to William
Jefferson Clinton, President of the United States, and the
foregoing precept, addressed to me, were duly served upon the
said William Jefferson Clinton, by my delivering true and atrested
copies of the sameto _ GHARLES RUFF , atthe
White House, on the Bj'-: day of January, 1999, at 5227 P.m.

Attest:

0. Yoo

Se¥geant ar Arms.

Dated: January ¥, 1999 ZZ ¢
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IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES
SITTING AS A COURT OF IMPEACHMENT

)
Inre )
Impeachment of )
William Jefferson Clinton )y
President of the United States )
)

ANSWER OF

PRESIDENT WILLIAM JEFFERSON CLINTON
TO THE ARTICLES OF IMPEACHMENT

The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton, President of the United States, in response to
the summons of the Senate of the United States, answers the accusations made by the House of
Representatives of the United States in the two Articles of Impeachment it has exhibited to the
Senate as follows:

PREAMBLE

THE CHARGES IN THE ARTICLES DO NOT
CONSTITUTE HIGH CRIMES OR MISDEMEANORS

The charges in the two Articles of Impeachment do not permit the conviction and
removal from office of a duly elected President. The President has acknowledged conduct with
Ms. Lewinsky that was improper. But Article I, Section 4 of the Constitution provides that the
President shall be removed from office only upon “Impeachment for, and Conviction of,
Treason, Bribery or other high Crimes and Misdemeanors.” The charges in the articles do not

rise to the level of “high Crimes and Misdemeanors” as contemplated by the Founding Fathers,
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and they do not satisfy the rigorous constitutional standard applied throughout our Nation’s
history. Accordingly, the Articles of Impeachment should be dismissed.
THE PRESIDENT DID NOT COMMIT PERJURY OR OBSTRUCT JUSTICE

The President denies each and every material allegation of the two Articles of
Impeachment not specifically admitted in this ANSWER.

ARTICLE X

President Clinton denies that he made perjurious, false and misleading statements before
the federal grand jury on August 17, 1998.

FACTUAL RESPONSES TO ARTICLEI

Without waiving his affirmative defenses, President Clinton offers the following factual
responses to the allegations in Article I:

) The President denies that he made perjurious, false and misleading statements to

the grand jury about “the nature and details of his relationship” with Monica
Lewinsky.

There is a myth about President Clinton’s testimony before the grand jury. The myth is
that the President failed to admit his improper intimate relationship with Ms. Monica Lewinsky.
The myth is perpetuated by Article I, which accuses the President of lying about “the nature and
details of his relationship” with Ms. Lewinsky.

The fact is that the President specifically acknowledged to the grand jury that he had an
improper intimate relationship with Ms. Lewinsky. He said so, plainly and clearly: “When I was
alone with Ms. Lewinsky on certain occasions in eariy 1996 and once in early 1997, 1 engaged in
conduct that was wrong. These encounters . .. did involve inappropriate intirnate contact.” The
President described to the grand jury how the relationship began and how it ended at his

2
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insistence early in 1997 -- long before any public attention or scrutiny. He also described to the
grand jury how he had attempted to testify in the deposition in the Jones case months earlier
without having to acknowledge to the Jones lawyers what he ultimately admitted to the grand
jury -- that he had an improper intimate relationship with Ms. Lewinsky.

The President read a prepared statement to the grand jury acknowledging his relationship
with Ms. Lewinsky. The statement was offered at the beginning of his testimony to focus the
questioning in a manner that would allow the Office of Independent Counsel to obtain necessary
information without unduly dwelling on the salacious details of the relationship. The President’s
statement was followed by almost four hours of questioning. Ifit is charged that his statement
was in any respect perjurious, false and misleading, the President denies it. The President also
denies ﬂ;at the statement was in any way an attempt to thwart the investigation.

The President states, as he did during his grand jury testimony, that he engaged in
improper physical contact with Ms. Lewinsky. The President was truthful when he testified
before the grand jury that he did not engage in sexual relations with Ms. Lewinsky as he
understood that term to be defined by the Jones lawvers during their questioning of him in that
deposition. The President further denies that his other statements to the grand jury about the
nature and details of his relationship with Ms. Lewinsky were perjurious, false, and misleading.

@) The President denies that he made peﬁurious, Jalse and misleading statements to

the grand jury when he testified about statements he had made in the Jones
deposition.

There is a second myth about the President’s testimony before the grand jury. The myth
is that the President adopted his entire Jones deposition testimony in the grand jury. The
President was not asked to and did not broadly restate or reaffirm his Jones deposition testimony.

3
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instead, in the grand jury he discussed the bases for certain answers he gave. The President
testified truthfully in the grand jury about statements he made in the Jones deposition. The
President stated to the grand jury that he did not attempt to be helpful to or assist the lawyers in
the Jones deposition in their quest for information about his relationship with Ms. Lewinsky. He
truthfully explained to the grand jury his efforts to answer the questions in the Jones deposition
without disclosing his relationship with Ms. Lewinsky. Accordingly, the full, underlying Jones
deposition is not before the Senate.

Indeed, the House specifically considered and rejected an article of impeachment based
on the President’s deposition in the Jones case. The House managers should not be allowed to
prosecute before the Senate an article of impeachment which the full House has rejected.

3) The President denies that he made perjurious, false and misleading statements to

the grand jury about “statements he allowed his attorney to make” during the
Jones deposition. :

The President denies that he made perjurious, false and misleading statements to the
grand jury about the statements his attorney made during the Jones deposition. The President
was truthful when he explained to the grand jury his understanding of certain statements made by
his lawyer, Robert Bennett, during the Jones deposition. The President also was truthful when
he tc;.stiﬁed that he was not focusing on the prolonged and complicated exchange between the
attorneys and Judge Wright.

[C)] The President denies that he made perjurious, false and misleading statements to
the grand jury concerning alleged efforts “to influence the testimony of witnesses
and to impede the discovery of evidence” in the Jones case.

For the reasons discussed more fully in response to ARTICLE II, the President denies

that he attempted to influence the testimony of any witness or to impede the discovery of

4
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evidence in the Jones case. Thus, the President denies that he made perjurious, false and
misleading statements before the grand jury when he testified about these matters.
FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE:
ARTICLE 1 DOES NOT MEET THE CONSTITUTIONAL
STANDARD FOR CONVICTION AND REMOVAL
For the same reasons set forth in the PREAMBLE of this ANSWER, Article I does not
meet the rigorous constitutional standard for conviction ard removal from office of a duly

elected President and should be dismissed.

SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE:
ARTICLE I XIS TOO VAGUE TO PERMIT CONVICTION AND REMOVAL

Article I is unconstitutionally vague. No reasonable person could know what specific
charges are being Ie;yeied against the President. It alleges that the President providéd the grand
jury with “perjurious, false, and misleading testimony” concerning “one or more” of four subject
areas. But it fails to identify any specific statement by the President that is alleged to be
perjurious, false and misleading. The House has left the Senate and the President to guess at
what it had in mind.

One of the fundamental principles of our law and the Constitution is thata personhas a
right to know what specific charges he or she is facing. Without such fair warning, no one can
prepare the defense to which every person is entitled. The law and the Constitution also mandate
adequate notice to jurors so they may know the basis for the vote they must make. Withouta
definite and specific identification of false statements, a trial becomés a moving target for the

accused. In addition, the American people deserve to know upon what specific statements the
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President is being judged, given the gravity and effect of these proceedings, namely nullifying
the results of a national election.

Article I sweeps broadly and fails to provide the required definite and specific
identification. Were it an indictment, it would be dismissed. As an article of impeachment, it is
constitutionally defective and should fail.

THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE:
ARTICLE I CHARGES MULTIPLE OFFENSES IN ONE ARTICLE

Article I is fatally flawed because it charges multiple instances of alleged perjurious, false
and misleading statements in one article. The Constitution provides that “no person shall be
convicted without the Concurrence of two thirds of the Members present,” and Senate Rule
XXIII provides that “an article of impeachment shall not be divisible for the purpose of voting
thereon at any time during the trial.” By the express terms of Article 1, a Senator may vote for
impeachment if he or she finds that there was perjurious, false and misleading testimony in “one
or more” of four topic areas. This creates the very real possibility that conviction could occur
even though Senators were in wide disagreement as to the alleged wrong committed. Put simply,
the structure of Article I presents the possibility that the President could be convicted even
though he would have been acquitted if separate votes were taken on each allegedly perjurious
statement. For examg;le, it would be possible for the President to be convicted and removed from
office with as few as 17 Senators agreeing that any single statement was perjurious, because 17
votes for each of the four categories in Article I would yield 68 votes, one more than necessary to

convict and remove.
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By charging multiple wrongs in one article, the House of Representatives has made it
impossible for the Senate to comply with the Constitutional mandate that any conviction be by
the concurrence of two-thirds of the members. Accordingly, Article I should fail.

ARTICLE II

President Clinton denies that he obstructed justice in either the Jones case or the
Lewinsky grand jury investigation.

FACTUAL RESPONSES TO ARTICLE II

Without waiving his affirmative defenses, President Clinton offers the following factual
responses to the allegations in Article II:

1) The President denies that on or about December 17, 1997, he “corruptly
encouraged” Monica Lewinsky “to execute a sworn affidavit in that proceeding
that he knew to be perjurious, false and misleading.”

The President denies that he encouraged Monica Lewinsky to execute a false affidavit in

the Jones case. Ms. Lewinsky, the only witness cited in support of this allegation, denies this

allegation as well. Her testimony and proffered statements are clear and unmistakable:

. “[N]o one ever asked me to lie and I was never promised ajob for my silence.”
. “Neither the President nor anyone ever directed Lewinsky to say anything or to lie . ..”
. “Neither the Presfident] nor Mr. Jordan (or anyone on their behalf) asked or encouraged

Ms. L[ewinsky] to lie.”
The President states that, sometime in December 1997, Ms. Lewinsky asked him whether
she might be able 1o avoid testifying in the Jones case because she knew nothing about Ms. Jones
or the case. The President further states that he told her he believed other witnesses had executed

affidavits, and there was a chance they would not have to testify. The President denies that he
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ever asked, encouraged or suggested that Ms. Lewinsky file a false affidavit or lie. The President
states that he believed that Ms. Lewinsky could have filed a limited but truthful affidavit that
might have enabled her to avoid having to testify in the Jones case.

2) The President denies that on or about December 17, 1997, he “corruptly
encouraged” Monica Lewinsky “to give perjurious, false and misleading
testimony if and when called to testify personally” in the Jones litigation.

Again, the President denies that he encouraged Ms. Lewinsky to lie if and when called to

testify personally in the Jones case. The testimony and proffered statements of Monica

Lewinsky, the only witness cited in support of this allegation, are clear and unmistakable:

. “[NJo one ever asked me to lie and I was never promised a job for my silence.”
. “Neither the President nor anyone ever directed Lewinsky to say anything or to lie...”
. “Neither the Pres[ident] nor Mr. Jordan (or anyone on their behalf) asked or encouraged

Ms. L[ewinsky] to lie.”

The President states that, prior to Ms. Lewinsky’s involvement in the Jones case, he and
Ms. Lewinsky might have talked about what to do to conceal their relationship from others. Ms.
Lewinsky was not a witness in any legal proceeding at that time. Ms. Lewinsky’s own testimony
and statements support the President’s recollection. Ms. Lewinsky testified that she “pretty
much can” exclude the possibility that she and the President ever had discussions about denying
the relationship after she learned she was a witness in the Jornes case. Ms. Lewinsky also stated
that “they did not discu_ss the issue [of what to say about their relationship] in specific relation to
the Jones matter,” and that “she does not believe they discussed the content of any deposition

that [she] might be involved in at a later date.”
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(3)  The President denies that on or about December 28, 1997, he “corruptly engaged
in, encouraged, or supported a scheme to conceal evidence” in the Jones case.

The President denies that he engaged in, encouraged, or supported any scheme to conceal
evidence from discovery in the Jones case, including any gifts he had given to Ms. Lewinsky.
The President states that he gave numerous gifts to Ms. Lewinsky prior to December 28, 1997.
The President states that, sometime in December, Ms, Lewinsky inquired as to what to do if she
were asked in the Jones case about the gifts he had given her, to which the President responded
that she would have to turn over whatever she had. The President states that he was unconcerned
about having given her gifts and, in fact, that he gave Ms. Lewinsky additional gifts on
December 28, 1997. The President denies that he ever asked his secretary, Ms. Betty Currie, to
retrieve gifts he had given Ms. Lewinsky, or that he ever asked, encouraged, or suggested that
Ms. Lewinsky conceal the gifts. Ms. Currie told prosecutors as early as January 1998 and
repeatedly thereafter that it was Ms. Lewinsky who had contacted her about retrieving gifts.

(4)  The President denies that he obstructed justice in connection with Monica

Lewinsky's efforts to obtain a job in New York to “corruptly prevent” her
“truthful testimony” in the Jones case.

The President denieg that he obstructed justice in connection with Ms. Lewinsky’s job
search in New York or sought to prevent her truthful testimony in the Jones case. The President
states that he discussed with Ms. Lewinsky her desire to obtain a job in New York months before
she was listed as a potential witness in the Jones case. Indeed, Ms. Lewinsky was offered a job
in New York at the United Nations mofe than a month before she was identified as a possible
witness. The President also states that he believes that Ms. Lewinsky raised with him, again

before she was ever listed as a possible witness in the Jones case, the prospect of having Mr.
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Vernon Jordan assist in her job search. Ms. Lewinsky corroborates his recollection that it was
her idea to ask for Mr. Jordan’s help. The President also states that he was aware that Mr. Jordan
was assisting Ms. Léwinsky to obtain employment in New York. The President denies that any
of these efforts had any connection whatsoever to Ms. Lewinsky’s status as a possible or actual
witness in the Jones case. Ms. Lewinsky forcefully confirmed the President’s denial when she
testified, “I was never promised a job for my silence.”

) The President denies that he “corruptly allowed his attorney to make false and
misleading statements to a Federal judge” concerning Monica Lewinsky's
affidavit.

The President denies that he corruptly allowed his attorney to make false and misleading
statements concerning Ms. Lewinsky’s affidavit to a Federal judge during the Jones deposition.
The President denies that he was focusing his attention on the prolonged and complicated
exchange between his attorney and Judge Wright.

©) ’ The President denies that he obstructed justice by relating “false and misleading
statements” to “a potential witness,"” Betty Currie, “in order to corrupily
influence [her] testimony.”

The President denies that he obstructed justice or endeavored in any way to influence any
potential testimony of Ms, Betty Currie. The President states that he spoke with Ms. Currie on
January 18, 1998. The President testified that, in that conversation, he was trying to find out
what the facts were, what Ms. Currie’s perception was, and whether his own recollection was
correct about certain aspects of his relationship with Ms. Lewinsky. Ms. Currie testified that she
felt no pressure “whatsoever” from the President’s statements and no pressure “to agree with
[her] boss.” The Presideﬁt denies knowing or believing that Ms. Currie would be a witness in

any proceeding at the time of this conversation. Ms. Currie had not been on any of the witness

10
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lists proffered by the Jones lawyers. President Clinton states that, after the Independent Counsel
investigation became public, when Ms. Currie was scheduled to testify, he told Ms. Currie to

“tell the truth.”

(7) The President denies that he obstructed justice when he relayed allegedly “false
and misleading statements” to his aides.

The President denies that he obstructed justice when he misled his aides about the nature
of his relationship with Ms. Lewinsky in the days immediately following the public revelation of
the Lewinsky investigation. The President acknowledges that, in the days following the January
21, 1998 Washington Post article, he misled his family, his friends and staff, and the Nation to
conceal the nature of his relationship with Ms. Lewinsky. He sought to avoid disclosing his
personal wrongdoing to protect his family and himself from hurt and public embarrassment. The
_ President profoundly regrets his actions, and he has apologized to his family, his friends and
staff, and the Nation. The President denies that he had any corrupt purpose or any intent to
influence the ongoing grand jury proceedings.

FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE:
ARTICLE II DOES NOT MEET THE CONSTITUTIONAL
STANDARD FOR CONVICTION AND REMOVAL

For the reasons set forth in the PREAMBLE of this ANSWER, Article II does not meet

the constitutional standard for convicting and removing a duly elected President from office and

should be dismissed.

SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE:
ARTICLE II IS TOO VAGUE TO PERMIT CONVICTION AND REMOVAL

Article II is unconstitutionally vague. No reasonable person could know what specific
charges are being leveled against the President. Article II alleges that the President “obstructed

11
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and impeded the administration of justice” in both the Jones case and the grand jury
investigation. But it px‘ovides little or no concrete info;mation about the specific acts in which
the President is alieged to have engaged, or with whom, or when, that allegedly obstructed or
otherwise impeded the administration of justice. |

As we set forth in the SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE TO ARTICLE 1, one of
the fundamental principles of our law and the Constitution is that a person has the right to know
what specific charges he or she is facing. Without such fair warning, no one can mount the
defense to which every person is entitled. Fundamental to due process is the right of the
President to be adequately informed of the charges so that he is able to confront those charges
and dcfef)d himself.

A;rtic!e II sweeps too broadly and provides too little deﬁnite and specific identification.
Were it an indictment, it Qould be dismissed. As an article of impeachment, it is constitutionally
defective and should fail.

THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE:
ARTICLE II CHARGES MULTIPLE OFFENSES IN ONE ARTICLE

For the reasons set forth in the THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE TO ARTICLEI,
Article II is constitutionally defective because it charges muliple instances of alleged acts of

cbstruction in one article, which makes it impossible for the Senate to comply with the

12
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Constitutional mandate that any conviction be by the concurrence of the two-thirds of the

members. Accordingly, Article IT should fail.

Respectfully submitted,
David E. Kendall Charles F.C. Ruff
Nicole K. Seligman Gregory B. Craig
Emmet T. Flood Bruce R. Lindsey
Max Stier Cheryl D. Mills
Glen Donath Lanny A. Breuer
Alicia Marti Office of the White House Counsel
Williams & Connolly The White House
725 12th Street, N.W. Washington, D.C. 20502

Washington, D.C. 20005

Submitted: January 11, 1999
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IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES

Sitting as a Court of Impeachment
In Re )
)
Impeachment of )
)

President William Jefferson Clinton

TRIAL MEMORANDUM OF THE
UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Now comes the United States House of Répresentatives, by and
through its duly authorized Managers, and respectfully submits to
the United States Senate its Brief in connection with the
Impeachment Trial of William Jefferson Clinton, President of the
United States.

SUMMARY

The President is charged in two Articles with: 1) Perjury
and false and misleading testimony and statements under oath
before a federal grand jury (Article I}, and 2) engaging in a
course of conduct or scheme to delay and obstruct justice
(Article ITI}.

The evidence contained in the record, when viewed as a
unified whole, overwhelmingly supports both charges.

Perjury and False Statements Under Oath

President Ciinton deliberately and willfully testified

falsely under oath when he appeared before a federal grand juryv

on August 17, 1998, Although what follows is not exhaustive,
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of the more overt examples will serve to illustrate.

At the very outset, the President read a prepared
statement, which itself contained totally false
assertions and other clearly misleading information.
The President relied on his statement nineteen times in
his testimony when questioned about his relationship
with Ms. Lewinsky.

President Clinton falsely testified that he was not
paying attention when his lawyer employed Ms.
Lewinsky’s false affidavit at the Jones deposition.

He falsely claimed that his actions with Ms. Lewinsky
did not fall within the definition of “sexual
relations” that was given at his deposition.

He falsely testified that he answered questions
truthfully at his deposition concerning, among other
subjects, whether he had been alone with Ms. Lewinsky.
He falsely testified that he instructed Ms. Lewinsky to
turn over the gifts if she were subpoenaed.

He falsely denied trying to influence Ms. Currie after
his deposition.

He falsely testified that he was truthful to his aides
when he gave accounts of his relationship, which
accounts were subsequently disseminated to the média

and the grand jury.
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Obstruction of Justice
The President engaged in an ongoing scheme to obstruct both
the Jones civil case and the grand jury. Further, he undertook a
continuing and concerted plan to tamper with witnesses and
prospective witnesses for the purpose of causing those witnesses
to provide false and misleading testimony. Examples abound:

. The President and Ms. Lewinsky concocted a cover story
to conceal their relationship, and the President
suggested that she employ that story if subpoenaed in
the anes case.

. The President suggested that Ms. Lewinsky provide an
affidavit to avoid testifying in the Jones case, when
he knew that the affidavit would need to be false to
accomplish its purpose.

. The President knowingly and willfully allowed his
attorney to file Ms. Lewinsky’s false affidavit and to
use it for the purpose of obstructing justice in the
Jones case.

. The President suggested to Ms. Lewinsky that she
provide a false account of how she received her job at
the Pentagon.

. The President attempted to influence the expected
testimony of his secretary, Ms. Currie, by providing

her with a false account of his meetings with Ms.



TRIAL MEMORANDUM OF HOUSE

Lewinsky.

The President provided several of his top aides with
elaborate lies about his relationship with Ms.
Lewinsky, so¢ that those aides would convey the false
information to the public and to the grand jury. When
he did this, he knew that those aides would likely be
called to testify, while he was declining several
invitations to testify. By this action, he obstructed
and delayed the operation of the grand jury.

The President conspired with Ms. Lewinsky and Ms.
Currie to conceal evidence that he had been subpoenaed
in the Jones case, and thereby delayed and obstructed
justice.

The President and his representatives orchestrated a
campaign to discredit Ms. Lewinsky in order to affect
adversely her credibility as a witness, and thereby
attempted to obstruct justice both in the Jones case
and the grand jury.

The President lied repeatedly under oath in his
deposition in the Jones case, and thereby obstructed
justice in that case.

The President’s lies and misleading statements under
ocath at the‘gtand jury were calculated to, and did

obstruct, delay and prevent the due administration of
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justice by that body.
The President employed the power of his office to
procure a job for Ms. Lewinsky after she signed the
false affidavit by causing his friend to exert
extracordinary efforts for that purpose.
The foregoing are merely accusations of an ongoing pattern
of obstruction of justice, and witness tampering extending over a
period of several months, and having the effect of seriocusly
compromising the integrity of the entire judicial system.
The effect of the President’s misconduct has been
devastating in several respects.’
1) He violated repeatedly his oath to “preserve, protect and
defend the Constitution of the United States.”
2} He ignored his constitutional duty as chief law
enforcement officer to “take care that the laws be
faithfully executed.”
3) He deliberately and unlawfully obstructed Paula Jonéé’s
rights as a citizen to due process and the equal protection
of the laws, though he had sworn to protect those rights.
4} By his pattern of lies under oath, misleading statements
and deceit, he has seriously undermined the integrity and
credibili£y of the Office of President and thereby the honor
and integrity of the United States.

5) His pattern of perjuries, obstruction of justice, and
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witness tampering has affected the truth seeking process

which is the foundation of our legal system.

6) By mounting an assault in the truth seeking process, he

has attacked the entire Judicial Branch of government.

The Articles of Impeachment that the House has preferred state
offenses that warrant, if proved, the conviction and removal from
office of President William Jefferson Clinton. The Articles
charge that the President has committed perjury before a federal
grand jury and that he obstructed justice in a federal civil
rights action. The Senate’s own precedents establish beyond
doubt that perjury warrants conviction and removal. During the
1980s, the Senate convicted and removed three federal judges for
committing perjury. Obstruction of justice undermines the
judicial system in the same fashion that perjury does, and it
also warrants conviction and removal.

Under our Conétitution; judges are impeached under the same
standard as Presidents -~ treason, bribery, or other high crimes
and misdemeanors. Thus, these judicial impeachments for perjury
set the standard here. Finally, the Senate’s own precedents
further establish that the President’s crimes need not arise
directly out of his official duties. Two of the three judges
removed in the 1980s were removed for perjury that had nothing to
do with their official duties.

INTRODUCTION



78

VOL. I: PRELIMINARY PROCEEDINGS

This Brief is intended solely to advise the Senate generally
of the evidence that the Managers intend to produce, if
permitted, and of the applicable legal principles. It is not
intended to discuss exhaustively all of the evidence, nor does it
necessarily include each and every witness and document that the
Managers would produce in the course of the trial. This Brief,
then, is merely an outline for the use of the Senate in reviewing
and assessing the evidence as it is set forth at trial - it is
not, and is not intended to be a substitute for a trial at which
all of the relevant facts will be developed.

H. RES. 611, 105* Cong. 2™ Sess. (1998).

The House Impeachment Resolution charges the President with
high crimes and misdemeanors in two Articles. Article One
alleges that President Clinton “willfully corrupted and
manipulated the judicial process of the United States for his

personal gain and exoneration, impeding the administration of

.justice” in that he willfully provided perjurious, false and

misleading testimony to a federal grand jury on August 17, 1998.
Article Two asserts that the President “has prevented,
obstructed, and impeded the administration of justice and engaged
in a course of conduct or scheme designed to delay, impede, cover
up, and conceal the existence of evidence and testimony related
to a federal civil rights action brought against him.” Both

Articles are now before the Senate of the United States for trial
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as provided by the Constitution of the United States.

The Office of President represents to the American people
and to the world, the strength, the philosophy and most of all,
the honor and integrity that makes us a great nation and an
example for the world. Because all eyes are focused upon that
high office, the character and credibility of any temporary
occupant ofAthe Oval Office is wvital to the domestic and foreign
welfare of the citizens. Consequently, serious breaches of
integrity and duty of necessity adversely influence the
reputation of the United States.

This case is not about sex or private conduct. It is-about
multiple obstructions of justice, perjury, false and misleading
statements, and witness tampering - all committed or orchestrated
by the President of the United States.

Before addressing the President’s lies and obstruction, it
is important to place the events in the proper context. If this‘
were only about private sex we would not now be before the
Senate. - But the manner in which the Lewinsky relationship arose
and continued is important because 1t is illustrative of the
character of the President and the decisions he made.

BACKGROUND

Monica Lewinsky, a 22 year old intern, (ML 8/6/93 GJ, p. 8:

H.Doc. 105-311, p. 728) was working at the White House during the

government shutdown in 199%5. (ML 8/6/98 GJ, p. 10; H.Doc. 105~
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311, p. 730) Prior to their first intimate encounter, she had
never even spoken with the President. Sometime on November 15,
1995, Ms. Lewinsky and President Clinton flirted with each other.
{(Id.}) The President of the United States of America then invited
this unknown young intern into a private area off the Oval Office
where he kissed her. He then invited her back later and when she
returned, the two engaged in the first of many acts of
inappropriate contact. (ML 8/6/98 GJ, p. 12; H.Doc. 105-311, p.
732)

Thereafter, the two concocted a cover story. If Ms.
Lewinsky were seen, she was bringing papers to the President.
That story was totally false. (ML 8/6/98 GJ, p. 54; H.Doc. 105-
311, p. 774; 8/26/98 Dep., p. 34; H.Doc. 105-311, p. 1314} The
only papers she brought were personal messages having nothing to
do with her duties or those of the President. (ML 8/6/98 GJ,
pgs. 54-55; H.Doc. 105-311, pp 774~775) After Ms. Lewinsky moved
from the White House to the Pentagon, her frequent visits to the
President were disguised as visits to Betty Currie. (Id.) Those
cover stories are important, because they play a vital role in
the later perjuries and obstructions.

ENCOQUNTERS

Over the term of their relationship the following

significant matters occurred:

1. Monica Lewinsky and the President wexre alone on at least
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twenty-one occasions;

2. Tﬁey had at least eleven personal sexual encounters,
excluding phone sex:

Three in 1995
Five in 1996 and
Three in 1399%7;

3. Theykhad at least 55 telephone conversations, at least
seventeen of which involved phone sex;

4, The President gave Ms. Lewinsky twenty presents; and,

5. Ms. Lewinsky gave the President forty presents. (0.I.C.
Referral, App., Tab E; H.Doc. 105-311, pgs. 104-111)

These .are the essential facts which form the backdrop for
all of the events that followed.

The sexual details of the President’s encounters with Ms.
Lewinsky, though relevant, need not be detailed either in this
document or through witness testimony. It is necessary, though,
briefly to outline that evidence, because it will demonstrate
that the President repeatedly lied about that sexual relationship
in his deposiﬁion, before the grand jury, and in his responses to
the Judiciary Committee’s questions. He has consistently
maintained that Ms. Léwinsky merely performed acts on him, while
he never touched her in a sexual manner. This characterization
not only directly contradicts Ms. Lewinsky’'s testimony, but it

also contradicts the sworn grand jury testimony of three of her

10
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friends and the statements by two professional counselors with
whom she contemporaneously shared the details of her
relationship. (0.1.C. Referral, H.Doc. 105-310, pgs. 138-140)

While his treatment of Ms. Lewinsky was offensive, it is
much more offensive for the President to expect the Senate to
believe that in 1995, 1996, and 1997, his intimate contact with
Ms. Lewinsky was so limited that it did not fall within his
narrow interpretation of a defiﬁition of “sexual relations”. As
later demonstrated, he did not even conceive his interpretation
until 1998, while preparing for his grand jury appearance.

HOW TO VIEW THE EVIDENCE

We respectfully submit that the evidence and testimony must
be viewed as a whole; it cannot be compartmentalized. It is
essential to avoid considering each event in isolation, and then
treating it separately. Events and words that may seem innocent
or even exculpatory in a vacuum may well take on a sinister, or
even criminal connotation when observed in the context of the
whole plot. For example, everyone agrees that Monica Lewinsky
testified “No'one‘ever'told me to lie; nobody ever promised me a
job.” (ML 8/20/98 GJ, p. 105; H.Doc. 105-311, p. 1161)

When consideréd.alone this would seem exculpatory. However,
in the context of the other evidence, another picture emerges. Of
course no one said, “Now, Monica, you go in there and lie.” They

didn’t have to. Ms. Lewinsky knew what was expected of her.

11
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Similarly, nobody promised her a job, but once she signed the
false affidavit, she got one.
IHE ISSUE

The ultimate issue is whether the President’s course of
conduct is such as to affect adversely the Office of the
President and also upon the administration of justice, and
whether he has acted in a manner contrary to his trust as
President and subversive to the Rule of Law and Constitutional
government.

THE BEGINNING

The events that form the basis of these charges actually
began in late 1995. They reached a critical stage in the winter
of 1997 and the first month of 1998. The event culminated when
the President of the United States appeared before a federal
grand jury, raised his right hand to God and swore to tell the

truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth.

December 5-6, 1997
On Friday, December 5, 1997, Monica Lewinsky asked Betty
Currie if the President could see her the next day, Saturday, but
Ms. Currie said that the President was scheduled to meet with his
lawyers all day. (ML 8/6/98 GJ, pgs. 107-108; H.Doc. 105-311,
pgs. 827-828) Later that Friday, Ms. Lewinsky spoke briefly to

the President at a Christmas party. (ML 7/31/98 Int., p. 1;

12
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H.Doc. 105-311, p. 1451; ML 8/6/9%98 GJ, p. 108; H.Doc. 105-311, p.
828)
THE WITNESS LIST IS RECEIVED

That evening, Paula Jones’s attorneys faxed a list of
potential witnesses to the President’s attorneys. (849~DC-
00000128; 849-DC-00000121-37; Referral, H.Doc. 105-311, p. 85)
The list included Monica Lewinsky. However, Ms. Lewinsky did not
find out that her name was on the list until the President told
her ten days later, on December 17. (ML 8/6/98 GJ, pgs. 121-123;
H.Doc. 105-311, pgs. 541—843) That delay is significant.

MS. LEWINSKY'S FIRST VISIT

After her conversation with Ms. Currie and seeing the
President at the Christmas party, Ms. Lewinsky drafted a letter
to the President terminating their relationship. (ML-55-DC-0177;
ML 7/31/98 Int., p. 2; H.Doc. 105-311, p. 1452) The next
morning, Saturday, December 6, Ms. Lewinsky went to the White
House to deliver the letter and some gifts for the President to
Ms. Currie. (ML 8/6/98 GJ, pgs. 108-109; H.Doc. 105-311, pgs.
828-829) When she arrived at the White House, Ms. Lewinsky spoke
to several Secret Service officers, and one of them told her that
the President was not with his lawyers, as she thought, but
rather, he was meeting with Eleanor Mondale. (ML 8/6/98 GJ, p.
111; H.Doc 105~311, p. 831l; Mondale 7/16/98 Int., p. 1l; H.Doc

105-316, pgs. 2907-2908; H.Doc. 105-311, p. 2654) Ms. Lewinsky
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called Ms. Currie from a pay phone, angrily exchanged words with
her, and went home. (ML 8/6/98 GJ, pgs. 112-13; H.Doc. 105-311,
pgs. 832-833; Currie 1727/98 GJ,.p. 37; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 553}
After that phone call, Ms. Currie told the Secret Service watch
commander that the President was so upset about the disclosure of
his meeting with Ms. Mondale that he wanted somebody fired.

(Purdie 7/23/98 GJ, pgs. 13, 18-19; H.Doc. 105-316, pgs. 3356-

3357)
THE TELEPHONE CONVERSATIONS
At 12:05 p.m., records demonstrate that Ms. Currie paged
Bruce Lindsey with the meésage: “Call Betty ASAP.” (964-DC~

00000862; H.Doc. 105-311, p. 2722) Around that same time,
according to Ms. Lewinsky, while she was back at her apartment,
Ms. Lewinsky and the President spoke by phone. The President was
very angry; he told Ms. Lewinsky that no one had ever treated him
as poorly as she had. (ML 8/6/98 GJ, pgs. 113-14; H.Doc 105-311,
pgs. 833-834) The President acknowledged to the grand jury that
he was upset about Ms. Lewinsky’s behavior and considered it
inappropriate. (WJC 8/17/98 GJ, p. 85; H.Doc. 105-311, p. 537)
Nevertheless, in a sudden change of mood, he invited her to visit
him at the White House that afternoon. (ML 8/6/98 GJ, p. 114;
H.Doc. 105-311, p. 834)

MS. LEWINSKY’'S SECOND VISIT

Monica Lewinsky arrived at the White House for the second

14
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time that day and was cleared to enter at 12:52 p.m. (WAVES: 827-
DC-00000018) Although, in Ms. Lewinsky’s words, the President
was “very angry” with her during their recent telephone
conversation, he was “sweet” and “very affectionate” during this
visit. (ML 8/6/98 GJ, pgs. 113-15; H.Doc. 105-311, pgs. 833-835)
He also told her that he would talk to Vernon Jordan about her
job situation. (ML 8/6/98 GJ, pgs. 115~16; H.Doc. 105-311, pgs.
835-836)

THE DISCUSSIONS WITH THE SECRET SERVICE

The President also suddenly changed his attitude toward the
Secret Service. Ms. Currie informed some officers that if they
kept gquiet about the Lewinsky incident, there would be no
disciplinary action. (Williams 7/23/98 GJ, pgs. 25, 27-28; H.Doc.
105-316, p. 4539; Chinery 7/23/98 GJ, p. 22-23; H.Doc. 105-316,
p. 456) According to the Secret Service watch commander, Captain
Jeffrey Purdie, the President personally told him, “I hope you
use your discretion” or “I hope I can count on your discretion.”
(Purdie 7/23/98 GJ, p. 32; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 3360; Purdie
7/17/98 GJ, p. 3; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 3353) Deputy Chief Charles
O’Malley, Captain Purdie’s supervisor, testified that he knew of
no other time in his fourteen years of service at the White House
where the Pfesident raised a performance issue with a member of
the Secret Service uniformed division. (O’Malley 9/8/98 Dep.,

pgs; 40-41; H.Doc. 105-316, pgs. 3168-3171) After his
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conversation with the President, Captain Purdie told a number of
officers that they should not discuss the Lewinsky incident.
(Porter 8/13/98 GJ, p. 12:; H.Doc. 105~316, p. 3343; Niedzwiecki
7/30/98 GJ, pgs. 30-31; H.Doc. 105~-318, p. 3114}

- When the President was before the grand jury and questioned
about his statements to the Secret Service regarding this
incident, thé President testified, “I don’t remember what I said
and I don't remember to whom I said it.” (WJC 8/17/9%8 GJ, p. 86;
H,Doc. 105-311, p. 534) When confronted with Captain Purdie’s
testimony, the President testified, “I don’t remember anything I
said to him in that regard. I have no recollection of that
whatever.” (WJC 8/17/98 GJ, p. 91; H.Doc. 105-311 p. 543)

TRE PRESIDENT’S KNOWLEDGE OF THE WITNESS LIST

President Clinton testified before the grand jury that he
learned that Ms. Lewinsky was on the Jones witness list that
evening, Saturday, December 6, during a meeting with his
lawyers. (WJC 8/17/98 GJ, p. 83-84; H.Doc. 105~311, p. 535-536)
He stood by this answer in response to Request Number 16
submitted by the Judiciary Committee. (Exhibit 18} The meeting
occurred around 5 p.m., after Ms. Lewinsky had left the White
House. (WAVES: 1407-DC~00000005; Lindsey 3/12/98 GJ, pgs. 64-66;
H.Doc, 105-316, pgs. 2418-19%} According to Bruce Lindsey, at the
meeting, Bob Bennett had a copy of the Jones witnes§ list faxed

to Mr. Bennett the previous night. {(Lindsey 3/12/98 GJ, pgs. 65~
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67; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 2419) {(Exhibit 15)

However, during his deposition, the President testified that
he had heard about the witness list before he saw it. (WJC
1/17/98 Dep., p. 70} In other words, if the President testified
truthfully in his deposition, then he knew about the witness list
before the 5 p.m. meeting. It is valid to infer that hearing Ms.
Lewinsky’s name on a witness list prompted the President’s sudden
and otherwise unexplained change from “very angry” to “very
affectionate” that Saturday afternoon. It is also reasonable to
infer that it prompted him to give the unique instruction to a
Secret Service watch commander to use “discretion” regarding Ms.
Lewinsky’s visit to the White House, which the watch commander
interpreted as an instruction to refrain from discussing the
incident. (Purdie 7/17/98 GJ, pgs. 20-21; H.Doc. 105-316, pgs.
3351-3352; Purdie 7/23/98 GJ, pgs. 32-33; H.Doc. 105-315, pgs.
3360-3361)

IHE JOB SEARCH FOR MS. LEWINSKY

Monica Lewinsky had been looking for a good paying and high
profile job in New York since the previous July. She was not
having much success despite the President’s promise to help. In
early November, Betty Currie arranged a meeting with Vernon
Jordan who was supposed to help. (BC 5/6/98 GJ, p. 176; H.Doc.
105-316, p. 592)

On November 5, Ms. Lewinsky met for twenty minutes with Mr.
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Jordan. (ML 8/6/98 GJ, p. 104; H.Doc. 105-311, p. 824) No action
followed; no job interviews were arranged and there were no
further contacts with Mr. Jordan. It was obvious that he made no
effort to find a job for Ms. Lewinsky. Indeed, it was so
unimportant to him that he “had no recollection of an early
November meeting” (VJ 3/3/98 GJ, p. 50; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 17989
and that finding a job for Ms. Lewinsky was not a priority (VJ
5/5/98 GJ, p. 76; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 1804) (Chart R) Nothing
happened throughout the month of November, because Mr. Jordan was
either gone or would not return Monica’s calls. (ML 8/6/98 GJ, p.
105-106; H.Doc. 105-311, pgs. 825-826

During the December 6 meeting with the President, she
mentioned that she had not been able to get in touch with Mr.
Jordan and that it did not seem he had done anything to help her.
The President responded by stating, “Oh, I’11 talk to him. 1I’11
get on it,” or something to that effect. (ML 8/6/98 GJ, pgs. 115-
116; H.Doc. 105-311, p. 836) There was obviously still no urgency
to help Ms. Lewinsky. Mr. Jordan met the President the next day,
December 7, but the meeting was unrelated to Ms. Lewinsky. (VJ
5/5/98 GJ, pgs. 83, 116; H.Doc. 105-316, pgs. 1805, 1810)

THE DECEMBER 11, 1987 ACTIVITY

The first activity calculated to help Ms. Lewinsky actually

procure employment took place on December 1l1. Mr. Jordan met

with Ms. Lewinsky and gave her a list of contact names. The two
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also discussed the President. (ML 8/6/98 GJ, pgs. 119, 120;

H.Doc. 105-311, pgs. 839-840) That meeting Mr. Jordan

remembered. (VJ 3/5/98 GJ, p. 41; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 1798) Vernon
Jordan immediately placed calls to two prospective employers. (VJ
3/3/98 GJ, pgs. 54, 62-63; H.Doc. 105-316, pgs. 1800-1802) Later
in the afternoon, he even called the President to give him a
report on his job search efforts. (VJ 3/3/98 GJ, pgs. 64-66;
H.Doc. 105-316, p. 1802) Clearly, Mr. Jordan and the President
were now very interested in helping Monica find a good job in New
York. (VJ 5/5/98 GJ, p. 95; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 1807)
SIGNIFICANCE OF DECEMBER 11, 1997

This sudden interest was inspired by a court order entered
on December 11, 1997. On that date, Judge Susan Webber Wright
ordered that Paula Jones was entitled to information regarding
any state or federal employee with whom the President had sexual
relations, proposed sexual relations, or sought to have sexual
relations.

TherPresident knew that it would be politically and legally
expedient to maintain an amicable relationship with Monica
Lewinsky. And the President knew that that relationship would be
fostered by finding Ms. Lewinsky a job. This was accomplished

through enlisting the help of Vernon Jordan.
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December 17, 1997
MS. LEWINSKY LEARNS OF WITNESS LIST

On December 17, 13997, between 2:00 and 2:30 in the morning,
Monica Lewinsky’s phone rang unexpectedly. It was the President
of the United States. The President said that he wanted to tell
Ms. Lewinsky two th;ngs: one was that Betty Currie’s brother had
been killed in a car accident; secondly, the President said that
he “had some more bad news,” that he had seen the witness list
for the Paula Jones case and her name was on it. (ML 8/6/98 GJ,
p. 123; H.Doc. 105-311, p. 843) The President told Ms. Lewinsky
that seeing her name on the list “broke his heart.” He then told
her that “if [she] were to be subpoenaed, [she] should contact
Betty and let Betty know that [she] had received the subpoena.”
(Id.) Ms. Lewinsky asked what she should do if subpoenaed. The
President responded: “Well, maybe you can sign an affidavit.”
(Id.) Both parties knew that the Affidavit would need to be
false and misleading to accomplish the desired result.

THE PRESIDENT'S “SUGGESTION"

Then, the President had a very pointed suggestion for Monica
Lewinsky, a suggestion that left little room for compromise. He
did not specifically tell her to lie. What he did say is “you
know, you can always say you were coming to see Betty or that you
were bringing me letters.” (ML 8/6/98 GJ, p. 123; H.Doc. 105-
311, p. 843)

In order to understand the significance of this statement,
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it is necessary to recall the “cover stories” that the President
and Ms. Lewinsky had §reviously structured in order to deceive
those who protected and worked witﬁ the President.

Ms. Lewinsky said she would carry papers when she visited
the President. When she saw him, she would say: “Oh, gee, ‘here
are your letters,’ wink, wink, wink and he would answer, ‘Okay
that’s good.’” (ML 8/6/98 GJ, p. 54; H.Doc. 105-311, p. 774)
After Ms. Lewinsky left White House employment, she would return
to the Oval Office under the guise of visiting Betty Currie, not
the President. (ML 8/6/98 GJ, p. 55; H.Doc. 105-311, p. 775)

Morecover, Ms. Lewinsky promised the President that she would
always deny the sexual relationship and always protect him. The
President would respond “that’s good” or similar language of
encouragement. (ML 8/20/98 GJ, p. 22; H.Doc. 105-311, p. 1078)

S0, when the President called Ms. Lewinsky at 2:00 a.m. on
December 17 to tell her she was on the witness list, he made sure
to remind her of those prior “cover stories.” Ms. Lewinsky
testified that when the President brought up the misleading
stories, she understood that the two would continue their pre-
existing pattern of deception.

THE PRESIDENT'S INTENTION

It became clear that the President had no intention of

making his sexual relationship with Monica Lewinsky a public

affair. And he would use lies, deceit, and deception to ensure
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that the truth would not be known.

It is interesting to ncte that when the grand jury asked the
President whether he remembered calling Monica Lewinsky at 2:00
a.m., he responded: “No sir, I don’t. But it would ... it is
quite possible that that happened. . .” (WJC 8/17/98 GJ, p. 115;
B.Doc. 105-311, p. 567} '

And when he was asked whether he encouraged Monica Lewinsky
to continue the cover stories of “coming to see Betty” or
“bringing the letters,” he answered: “I don’t remember exactly
what I told her that night.” (WJC 8/17/98 GJ, p. 117; H.Doc. 105-
311, p. 565}

Six days earlier, he had become aware that Paula Jones’
lawyers were now able to inquire about other women. Ms. Lewinsky
could file a false affidavit, but it might not work. It was
absolutely essential that both parties told the same story. He
knew that he would lie if asked about Ms. Lewinsky, and he wanted
to make certain that she would lie also. That is why the
.President of the United States called a twenty-four year old
woman at 2:00 in the morning.

THE _EVIDENCE MOUNTS

But the President had an additional problem. It was not
enough that he (and Ms. Lewinsky) simply deny the relaiionship.
The evidence was beginning to accumulate. Because of the

emerging evidence, the President found it necessary to re-
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evaluate his defense, By this time, the evidence was
establishing, through records and eyewithess accounts, that the
President and Monica Lewinsky were spending a significant amount
of time together in the Oval Office complex. It was no longer
expedient simply to refer to Ms. Lewinsky as a “groupie”,
“stalker”, “eclutch”, or “home wrecker” as the White House first
attempted te do. The unassailable facts were forcing the
President to acknowledge some type of relationship. But at this
peint, he still had the opportunity to establish a non-sexual
explanation for their meetings, since his DNA had not yet been
identified on Monica Léwinsky’s blue dress.
NEED FOR THE COVER STORY

Therefore, the President nieeded Monica Lewinsky to go along
with the cover story in order to provide an innocegt, intimate~
free explanation for their frequent meetings. And that innocent
explanation came in the form of “document deliveries” and
“friendly chats. with Betty Currie.”

Significantly, when the President was deposed on January 17,
1998, he used the exact same cover stories that had been utilized
by Ms. Lewinsky. In doing so, he stayed consistent with any

future Lewinsky testimony while still maintaining his defense in

the Jones lawsuit.

In the President’s deposition, he was asked whether he was

ever alone with Monica Lewinsky. He responded: “I don’t recall,
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She - it seems to me she brought things to me once or twice
on the weekends. In that case, whatever time she would be in
there, drop it off, exchange a few words and go, she was there.”
(W3C 1/17/98 Dep., p. 52-33)

Additionally, when questions were posed regarding Ms.
Lewinsky”s frequent visits to the Oval Office, the President did
not hesitate to mention Betty Currie in his answers, for example:.

And my recellection is that on a couple

of occasions after [the pizza party meetihg),
she was there [in the oval office] but my
secretary, Betty Currie, was there with her.

{WJC 1/17/98 Dep., p. 38}

Q. When waé the last time you spoke with
Monica Lewinsky?

A I'm trying to remember. Probably sometime
before Christmas. She came by to see Betty
sometime before Christmas. And she was there
talking to her, and I stuck my head out, said
hello to her. {(WJC 1/17/98 Dep., p. 68)

December 19, 18957
MS. LEWINSKY IS SUBPOENAED

On December 19, 1997, Ms. Lewinsky was subpoenaed to
testify in a deposition scheduled for January 23, 1998 in the
Jones case. (ML 8/6/98 GJ, p. 128; H:.Doc. 105-311, p.

848) {Charts F and G} Extremely distraught, she immediétely
called the President’s closest friend, Vernon Jordan. As noted
Ms. Lewinsky testified that the President previously told her to
call Betty Currie if she was subpoenaed. She called Mr. Jordan

instead because Ms, Currie’s brother recently died and she did
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not want to bother her. (ML 8/6/98 GJ, pgs. 128-129; H.Doc. 105-
311, pgs. 848, 849)
VERNON JORDAN'S ROLE

Mr. Jordan invited Ms. Lewinsky to his office and she
arrived shortly before 5 p.m., still extremely distraught.
Around this time, Mr. Jordan called the President and told him
Ms. Lewinsky had been subpoenaed. (VJ 5/5/98 GJ, p. 145; H.Doc.
105-316, p. lSle(Exhibit 1) During the meeting with Ms.
Lewinsky, which Mr. Jordan characterized as “disturbing” (VJ
3/3/98 GJ, p. 100; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 1716), she talked about her
infatuation with the President. (VJ 3/3/98 GJ, p. 150; H.Doc,
105-316, p. 1724) Mr. Jordan decided that he would call a lawyer
for her. (VJ 3/3/98 GJ, p. 161; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 1726)

MR. JORDAN INFORMS THE PRESIDENT

That evening, Mr. Jordan met with the President and relayed
his conversation with Ms. Lewinsky. The details are extremely
important because the President, in his deposition, did not
recall that meeting. Mr. Jordan told the President again that
Ms. Lewiﬁsky had been subpoenaed, that he was concerned about her
fascination with the President, and that Ms. Lewinsky had asked
Mr. Jordan if he thought the President would leave the First
Lady. He also asked the President if he had sexual relations
with Ms. Lewinsky. (VJ 3/3/98 GJ, p. 169; H.Doc 105-3316, p.

1727) The President was asked at his deposition:
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Q. Did anyone other than your attorneys
ever tell you that Monica Lewinsky
had been served with a subpoena in
this case?

A, I don’t think so.

Q. Did you ever talk with Monica Lewinsky

about the possibility that she might
be asked to testify in this case?

A. Bruce Lindsey, I think Bruce Lindsey
told me that she was, I think maybe
that’s the first person told me she
was. I want to be as accurate as I can.

(WIC 1/17/98 Dep., pgs. 68-69)

In the grand jury, the President first repeated his denial
that Mr. Jordan told him Ms. Lewinsky had been subpocenaed. {(WJIC
8/17/98 GJ, p. 39; H.Doc. 105-311, p. 491} Then, when given more
specific facts, he admitted that he “knows now” that he spoke
with Mr. Jordan about the subpoena on the night of December 19,
but his “}cemory is not ¢lear....” (WJC 8/17/98 GJ, pgs. 41—4’2; 
H.Doc. 105-311, p. 493-494) - In an attempt to explain away his
false deposition testimony, the President testified in the grand
jury that-he was trying to remember who told him first. ,{WJ&
8/17/98 GJ, p. 41; H.Doc. 105-311, pgs. 492-493) But ﬁhat was,’
not the question. So his answer was false and misleading. When
one considers the nature of the conversation between the

President and Mr. Jordan, the suggestion that it would be

forgotten defies common sense.
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Decembexr 28, 19897

December 28, 1997 is a crucial date, because the evidence
shows that the President made false and misleading statements to
the federal éourt, the fedefal grand jury and the Congress of the
United States about the events on that date. (Chart J) 1It is
also a date on which he obstructed justice.

THE PRESIDENT'S ACCOUNT

The President testified that it was “possible” that he
invited MS. Lewinsky to the White House for this visit. (WJC
8/17/98 GJ, ‘p. 33; H.Doc. 105-311, p. 485) He admitted that he
“probably” gave Ms. Lewinsky the most gifts he had ever given her
on that date, (WJC 8/17/98 GJ,: p. 35; H.Doc. 105-311, p. 487) and
that he had given her gifts on other occasions. (WJC 8/6/98 GJ,
p. 35) (Chart D) . Among the many gifts the President gave Ms.
Lewinsky on December 28 was a bear that he said was a symbol of
strength. (ML 8/6/98 GJ, p. 176; H.Doc. 105-311, p. 896) Yet
only two-and-a-half weeks later, the President forgot that he had
given anyrgifts to Ms. Lewinsky. '

As an attorney, the President knew that the law will not
tolerate someone who says “I don’t recall” when that answer is
unreasonable under the circumstances. He also knew that, under
those circumstances, his answer in the deposition could not be
believed. When asked in the grand jury why he was unable to

remember, even though he had given Ms. Lewinsky so many gifts
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only two-and-a-half weeks before the deposition, the President
put forth an obviously contrived explanation.
I think what I meant there was I don't
recall what they were, not that I don’t
recall whether I had given them.
(WJC 8/17/98 GJ, p. 51; H.Doc. 105-311, p. 503)
RESPONSE _TO COMMITTEE REQUESTS

The President adopted that same answer in Response No. 42 to
the House Judiciary Committee’s Requgsts For Admission. (Exhibit
18) He was not asked in the deposition to identify the gifts. He
was simply asked, “Have you ever” given gifts to Ms. Lewinsky.
The law does not allow a witness to insert unstated premises or
mental reservations into the question to make his answer
technically true, if factually false. The essence of lying is in
deception, not in words.

The President’s answer was false. The evidence also proves
that his explanation to the grand jury and to the Committee is
also false. The President would have us believe that he was able
to analyze questions és they were being asked, and pick up such
things asrverb tense in an attempt to make his statements at
least literally true. But when he was asked a simple, straight-
forward question, he did not understand it. Neither his answer
in the deposition nor his attempted explanation is reasonable or

true.
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TESTIMONY CONCERNING GIFTS

The President was asked in the deposition if Monica Lewinsky
ever gave him gifts. He responded, “once or twice.” (WJC
1/17/98 Dep., p. 77) This is also false testimony calculated to
obstruct justice. He answered this question in his Response to
the Housé;Judiciary Committee by saying that he receives numerous
gifts, and he did not focus on the precise number. (Exhibit 18)
The law again does not support the President’s position. An
answer that baldly understates a numerical fact in response to a
specific quantitative inquiry can be deemed technically true but
actually false. For example, a witness is testifying falsely if
he says he went to the store five times when in fact he had gone
fifty, even though technically he had also gone five times. So
too, when the President answered once or twice in the face of
evidence that Ms. Lewinsky was frequently bringing gifts, he was
lying. (Chart C)

CONCEALMENT OF GIFTS

On December 28, one of the most blatant efforts to obstruct
justice énd conceal evidence occurred. Ms. Lewinsky testified
that she discussed with the President the fact that shg had been
subpoenaed and that the subpoena called for her to produce gifts.
She recalled telling the President that the subpoena requested a
hat pin, and that caused her concern. (ML 8/6/98 GJ, pgs. 151-

152; H.Doc. 105-311, pgs. 871-872) The President told her that
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it “bothered” him, too. (ML 8/20/98 GJ, p. 66; 'H.Doc. 105~311,
p. 1122) Ms. Lewinsky thén suggested that she take the gifts
somewhere, or give them to someone, maybe to Betty. The
President answered: “I don’t know” or “Let me think about that.”
(ML 8/6/98 GJ, pgs: 152-153; H.Doc. 105-311, pgs. 872-873) (Chart
L) Later that day, Ms. Lewinsky got a call from Ms. Currie, who
said: “I understand you have something to give me” or “the
President said you have something to give me.” (ML 8/6/98 GJ,
pgs. 154-155; H.Doc. 105-311, pgs. 874-875) Ms. Currie has a
fuzzy memory about this incident, but says that “the best she can
remember,” Ms Lewinsky called her. (Currie 5/6/98 GJ; p. 105;
H.Doc. 105-316, p. 581)
THE CELL PHONE RECORD

There is key evidence that Ms. Currie’s fuzzy recollection
is wrong. Ms. Lewinsky said that she thought Ms. Currie called
from her cell phone. (ML 8/6/98 GJ, pgs. 154-155) (Chart K,
Exhibit 2) Ms. Currie’s cell phone record corroborates Ms.
Lewinsky and proves conclusively that Ms. Currie called Monica
from her céll phone several hours after she had left the White
House. Moreover, Ms. Currie herself later testified that Ms.
Lewinsky’s memory may be better than hers on this point! (BC
5/6/98 GJ, p. 126; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 584) The.facts prove that
the President directed Ms. Currie to pick up the gifts.

MS. CURRIE’S LATER ACTIONS
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That conclusion is buttressed by Ms. Currie’s actions. If
Ms. Lewinéky had placed the cail~requesting a gift exchange, Ms.
Currie would logically ask the reason for such a transfer. Ms,
Lewinsky was giving her a box of gifts from the President yet she
did not tell the Presideht of this strange request. She simply
took the gifts and placed them under her bed without asking a
single question. (BC 1/27/98 GJ, pgs. 57-58; H.Doc. 105-316, p.
§57; BC 5/6/98 GJ, pgs. 105-108, 114; H.Doc. 105-316, pgs. 581~
£82)

The President stated in his Response to questions No. 24 and
25 from the House Committee that he was not concerned about the
gifts.  (Exhibit 18) In fact, he said that he recalled telling
Monica that if the Jones lawyers request gifts, she should turn
them over. The President testified that he is “not sure” if he
knew the subpoena asked fér gifts. (WJC 8/17/98 GJ, pgs. 42-43;
H.Doc. 105-311, pgs. 494-495) Would Monica Lewinsky and the
President discuss turning over gifts to the Jones lawyers if Ms.
Lewinsky had not told him that the subpoena asked for gifts? On
the other hand, if he knew the subpoena requested gifts, why

- would he give Ms. Lewinsky more gifts on December 282 Ms.

Lewinsky’s testimony reveals the answer. She said that she never
questioned “that we were ever going to do anything but keep this
privgtef and that meant to take “whatever appropriate steps

needed to be taken” to keep it quiet. (ML 8/6/98 GJ, pgs. 166;
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H.Doc. 1055-311, p. 886) The only logical inference is that the
gifts -- including the bear symbolizing strength ~- were a tacit
reminder to Ms. Lewinsky that they would deny the relationship --
even in the face of a federal subpoena.

THE PRESIDENT’S DEPOSITION TESTIMONY

Furthermore, the President, at various times in his
deposition, seriously misrepresented the nature of his meeting
with Ms. Lewinsky on December 28 in order to obstruct the
administration of justice. First, he was asked: “Did she tell
you she had been served with a subpoena in this case?” The
President answered flatly: “No. I don’t know if she had been.”
(WJC 1/17/98 Dep., p. 68)

He was also asked if he “ever talked to Monica Lewinsky
about the possibility of her testifying.” ™“I'm not sure...,” he
said. He then added that he may have joked to her that the Jones
lawyers might subpoena every woman he has ever spoken to, and
that “I don’t think we ever had more of a conversation than that
about it....” (WJC 1/17/98 Dep., p. 70) Not only does Monica
Lewinsky directly contradict this testimony, but the President
also directly contradicted himself before the grand jury.
Speaking of his December 28, 1897 meeting, he said that he “knew
by then, of course, that she had gotten a subpoena” and that they
had a “conversation about the possibility of her testifying.”

(WJC 8/17/98 Dep., pgs. 35-36) Remember, he had this
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conversation about her testimony only two-and-a-half weeks before
his deposition. Again, his version is not reasonable.

January 5 - 9, 1998
MS. LEWINSKY SIGNS THE AFFIDAVIT AND GETS A JOB

The President knew that Monica Lewinsky was going to execute
a false Affidavit. He was so certain of the content tha£ when she
asked if he wanted to see it, he told her no, that he had seen
fifteen of them. (ML 8/2/98 Int., p. 3; H.Doc. 105-311, p. 1489)
He got his information from discussions with Ms. Lewinsky and
Vernon Jordan generally about the content of the Affidavit.
Moreover, the President had suggested the Affidavit himself and

he trusted Mr. Jordan to be certain the mission.was accomplished.

ADDITIONAYL PRESIDENTIAT, ADVICE

In the afternoon of January 5, 1998, Ms. Lewinsky met with
her lawyer, Mr. Carter, to discuss the Affidavit. (ML 8/6/98 GJ,
p. 192; H.Doc. 105-311, p. 912) Her lawyer asked her some hard
questions_about how she got her job. (ML 8/6/98 GJ, p.195; H.Doc.
105-311, p. 915) After the meeting, she called Betty Currie and
said that she wanted to speak to the President before she signed
anything. (ML 8/6/98 GJ, p.195; H.Doc. 105-311, p. 915) Ms.
Lewinsky and the President discussed the issue of how she would
answer under oath if asked about how she got her job at the
Pentagon. (ML 8/6/98 GJ, p. 197; H.Doc. 105-311, p. 917) The
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President told her: “Well, you could always say that the people
in Legislative Affairs got it for you or helped you get it.” (ML
8/6/98 GJ, p.197; H.Doc. 105~311, p. 917) That, too, is false and
misleading.

VERNON JORDAN’S NEW ROLE

The President was also kept advised as to the contents of
the Affidavit by Vernon Jordan. (VJ.5/5/98 GJ, p. 224; H.Doc.
105-316, p. 1828) On January 6, 1998, Ms. Lewinsky picked up a
draft of the Affidavit from Mr. Carter’s office. (ML 8/6/98 GJ,
p. 199; H.Doc. 105-311, p. 919) She delivered a copy to Mr.
Jordan’s office, {ML 8/6/98 GJ, p. 200; H.Doc. 105-311, p. 920)
because she wanted Mr. Jordan to look at the Affidavit in the
belief that if Vernon Jordan gave his imprimatur, the President
would also approve. (ML 8/6/98 GJ, pgs. 194-195; H.Doc. 105-311,
pgs. 914, 915) (Chart M) Ms. Lewinsky and.Mr. Jordan conferred
about the contents and agreed to delete a paragraph inserted by
Mr. Carter which might open a line of questions concerning
whether she had been alone with the President. (ML 8/6/98 GJ, p.
200; H.Doc. 105-311, p. 920) (Exhibit 3) Mr. Jordan maintained
that he had nothing to do with the details of the Affidavit. (VJ
3/5/98 GJ, p. 12; H.Doc. 105~316, p. 1735) He admits, though,
that he spoke with the President after conferring with Ms.
Lewinsky about the changes made to her Affidavit. (VJ 5/5/98 GJ,

p. 218; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 1827)
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MS. LEWINSKY SIGNS THE FALSE AFFIDAVIT
The next day, January 7, Monica Lewiﬁsky signed the false
Affidavit. (ML 8/6/98 GJ, pgs. 204-205; H.Doc. 105-311, pgs. 924-
925} (Chart N; Exhibit 12) She showed the executed copy to Mr,
Jordan that same day. (VJ 5/5/98 GJ, p. 222; H.Doc. 105-316, p.
1828) (Exhibit 4) Mr. Jordan, in turn, notified the President
that she signed an affidavit denying a sexual relationship. (VJ

3/5/98 GJ, p. 26; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 1739}

MS. LEWINSKY GETS THE JOB

On January 8, 1898, Mr. Jordan arranged an interview
for Ms. Lewinsky with MacAndrews and Forbes in New York. (ML
8/6/98 GJ, p. 206; H.Doc. 105~311, p. 8926) The interview went
poorly, so Ms. Lewinsky called Mr. Jordan and informed him. (ML
8/6/98 GJ, p. 206; H.Doc. 105-311, p. 926) Mr. Jordan, who had
done nothing to assist Ms. Lewinsky’s job search from early
November to mid December, then called MacAndrews and Forbes CEO,
Ron Perelman, to “make things happen, if they could happen.” (VJ .
5/5/98 GJ, p. 231; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 1829) Mr. Jordan called
Ms. Lewinsky back and told her not teo worry. {ML B/6/98 GJ, pgs.
208-209; H.Doc. 105~31i, pgs. 928~929) That evening, Ms.
Lewinsky was called by MacAndrews and Forbes and told that she
would be given more interviews the next morning.({ML 8/6/98 GJ, p.

209; H.Doc. 105~311, p. 929)
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After a series of interviews with MacAndrews and Forbes
personnel, she was informally offeréd a job. (ML 8/6/98 GJ, p.
210; H.Doc. 105-311, p. 930) When Ms. Lewinsky called Mr. Jordan
to tell him, he passed the good news on to Betty Currie stating,
“Mission Accomplished.” (VJ 5/28/98 GJ, p. 39; H.Doc. 105-316, p.
1898). Later, Mr. Jordan called the President and told him
personally. (VJ 5/28/98 GJ, p. 41; H.Doc. 105-316, p.

1899) (Chart P)
THE REASON FOR MR. JORDAN’S UNIQUE BEHAVIOR

After Ms. Lewinsky had spent months looking for a job --
since July according to the President’s lawyers -- Vernon Jordan
made the critical call to a CEO the day after the false Affidavit
was signed. Mr. Perelman testified that Mr. Jordan had never
called him before about a job recommendation. {(Perelman 4/23/98
Dep., p.1ll; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 3281) Mr. Jordan, on the other
hand, said that he called Mr. Perelman to recommend for hiring:
1) former Mayor Dinkins of New York; 2) a very talented attorney
from Akin Gump; 3) a Harvard business school graduate; and 4)
Monica Lewinsky. (VJ 3/5/98 GJ, p. 58-59; H.Doc. 105-316, p.
1747) Even if Mr. Perelman’s testimony is mistaken, Ms,
Lewinsky’s qualifications do not compare to those of the
individuals previously recommended by Mr. Jordan.

Vernon Jordan was well aware that people with whom Ms.

Lewinsky worked at the White House did not like her (VJ 3/3/98
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GJ, pgs. 43, 59) and that she did not like her Pentagon job. (VJ
3/3/98 GJ, pgs. 43-44; H.Doc. 105-316, pgs 1706, 1707) Mr.
Jordan was asked if at "any point during this process you
wondered about her gqualifications for employment?* He answered:
"No, because that was not my judgment to make." (VJ 3/3/98 GJ, p.
44; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 1707) Yet, when he called Mr. Perelman
the day after she sigﬁed the Affidavit,khe referred to Ms.
Lewinsky as a bright young girl who is "terxrific." (Perelman
4/23/98 Dep., p. 10; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 3281) Mr. Jordan
testified that she had beén pressing him for a job and voicing
unrealistic expectations concerning positions and salary. (VJ
3/5/98 GJ, pgs. 37-38; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 1742) Moreover, she
narrated a disturbing story about the President leaving the First
Lady, and ho& the President was not spending enough time with
her. Yet, none of that gave Mr. Jordan pause in making the
recommendation, especially after Monica was subpoensed. {(VJ
3/3/98 GJ, pgs. 156-157;'H.Doc.'105-316, p. 1725)
THE IMPORTANCE OF THE FALSE AFFIDAVIT

Monica Lewinsky’s false Affidavit enabled the President,
through his attorneys, -to assert at his January 17, 1998
deposition ® . . . there is absolutely no sex of any kind in
any manner, shape or form with President Clinton . . . .* {(WJC,
1/17/98 Dep., p. 54) When questioned by his own attorney in the
deposition, the President stated specifically that paragraph 8 of

Ms. Lewinsky's Affidavit was “absolutely true.” (WJC, 1/17/98
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Dep., p. 204) The President later affirmed the truth of that
statement when testifying before the grand jury. (WJC, 8/17/98
GJ, p. 20-21; H.Doc. 105-311, pg. 473) Paragraph 8 of Ms.
Lewinsky’s Affidavit states:

I have never had a sexual relationship

with the President, he did not propose

that we have a sexual relationship, he

did not coffer me employment or other

benefits in exchange for a sexual

relationship, he did not deny me

employment or other benefits for

rejecting a sexual relationship.

Significantly, Ms. Lewinsky reviewed the draft Affidavit on
January 6, and signed it on January 7 after deleting a reference
to being alone with the President. She showed a copy of the
signed Affidavit to Vernon Jordan, who called the President and
told him that she had signed it. (VJ, 3/5/98 GJ, pgs. 24-26;
H.Doc. 105-316, pgs. 1728, 1739; VvJ, 5/5/98 GJ, p. 222; H.Doc.
105-316, p. 1828)

THE RUSH TQ FILE THE AFFIDAVIT

For the affidavit to work for the President in precluding
questions by the Jones attorneys concerning Ms. Lewinsky, it had
to be filed with the Court and provided to the President's
attorneys in time for his deposition on January 17. On January
14, the President’s lawyers called Ms. Léwinsky's lawyer and left
a message, presumably to find out if he had filed the Affidavit

with the Court. (Carter 6/18/98 GJ, p. 123; H.Doc. 105-316, p.

423) (Chart O) On January 15, the President’s attorneys called
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her attorney twice. When they finally reached him, they requested
a copy of the Affidavit and asked him, “Are we still on time?”
(Carter 6/18/98 GJ, p. 123; H.Doc. 105-216, p. 423) Ms.
Lewinsky’s lawyer faxéd a copy on the 15th. (Carter €/18/98 GJ,
p. 123; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 423) The President’s counsel was
aware of its contents and used it powerfully in the deposition.

Ms. Lewinsky’s lawyer called the court in Arkansas twice on
January 15 to ensure that the Affidavit céuld be filed on
Saturday, January 17.(Carter 6/18/98 GJ, pgs. 124-125; H.Doc.
105-316, pys. 423-424) (Exhibit 5} He finished the Motion to Quash
Ms. Lewinsky's deposition in the early morning hours of Jahuary
16 and mailed it to the Court with the false Affidavit attached,
for Saturday delivery. (Carter 6/18/98 GJ, p. 134; H.Doc. 105~
316, p. 426} The President’s lawyers left him another message on
January 16, saying, “You’ll know what it’s about.” (Carter
6/18/98 GJ, p. 135; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 426) Obviously, the
President needed that Affidavit to be filed with the Court to
support his plans to mislead Ms. Jones’ attorneys in the
deposition, and thereby obstruct justice.

THE NEWSWEEK INQUIRY

On ‘January 15, Michael Isikoff of Newsweek called Betty
Currie and asked her about Ms. Lewinsky sending gifts to her by
courier. {(BC 5/6/98 GJ, p. 123; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 584; ML 8/6/98

GJ, p. 228; H.Doc. 105-311, p. 948) Ms. Currie then called Ms.
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Lewinsky and told her about it. (ML 8/6/98 GJ, p. 228-229; H.Doc.
105-311, pygs. 3948~949) The President was out of town, so later,
Betty Currie called Ms. Lewinsky back, and asked for a ride to
Mr. Jordan’s office. (ML 8/6/88 GJ, p. 22%; H.Doc. 105-311, p.
949; Currie 5/6/98 GJ, p. 130-131; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 585) Mr.
jbrdan adviséd her to speak with Bruce Lindsey and Mike McCurry.
{VJ 3/5/98 GJ, p. 71) Ms. Currie testified that she. spoke
immediately to Mr. Lindsey about Isikoff’s call.V(BC 5/6/%8 GJ,
p. 127; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 584)

JANUARY 17, 1998
DEPQOSITION AFTERMATH

By the time the President concluded his deposition on
January 17, he knew that someone was talking about his
relationship with Ms. Lewinsky. He also knew that the only
person who had personal knowledge was Ms. Lewinsky herself. The
cover stories that he and Ms. Lewinsky created, and that he used
himself during the deposition, were now in jeopardy. It becane
imperative that he not only contact Ms. Lewinsky, but that he
obtain corroboration of his account of the relationship from his
trusted secretary, Ms. Currie. At around 7 p.m. on the night of
the deposition, the President called Ms. Currie and asked that
she come in the following day, Sunday. ({BC 7/22/98 GJ, p. 154-
155; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 701) (Exhibit 6) Ms. Currie could not
recall the President ever before calling her that late at home on

a Saturday night. (BC 1/27/98 GJ, p. 69; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 559)
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{(Chart S) Sometime in the early morning hours of January 18,
1998, the President learned of a news report concerning Ms.
Lewinsky released earlier that day. (WJC 8/17/98 GJ, p. 142~143;
H.Doc. 105~311, pgs. 594-595) (Exhibit 14)
THE TAMPERING WITH THE WITNESS, BETTY‘CURRIE

As the charts indicate, between 11:49 a.m. and 2:55 p.m.,
there were three phone calls between Mr. Jordan and the
President. {Exhibit 7) At about 5 p.m., Ms. Currie met with the
President. (BC 1/27/98 GJ, p. 67; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 558) He
told her that he had just been deposed and that the attorneys
asked sever%l questions about Monica Lewinsky. (BC 1/27/98 GJ, p.
69-70; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 559) He then made a series of
statements to Ms. Currie: (Chart T}

{1} I was never really alone with Monica,
right?

(2) You were always there when Monica
was there, right?
(3) Monica came on to me, and I never

touched her, right?

- {4} You could see and hear everything,
right?

() She wanted to have sex with me, and
I cannot do that.

(BC 1/27/98 GJ, pgs. 70-75; H.Doc. 105-316, pgs. 559-560; BC
7/22/98 GJ, pgs. 6-7; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 664)

During Betty Currie’s grand jury testimony, she was asked
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whether she believed that the President wished her to agree with
the statements:

Q. Would it be fair to say, then -
based on the way he stated
[these five points] and the
demeanor that he was using at
the time that he stated it to
you - that he wished you to
agree with that statement?

A. I can’t speak for him, but -

Q. How did you take it? Because
you told us at these [previous]
meetings in the last several
days that that is how you took
it.

A. (Nodding)

Q. And you’re nodding you head,
“yes”, is that correct?

A. That’s correct.
Q. Okay, with regard to the statement
that the President made to you,
“You remember I was never really
alone with Monica, right?” Was that
also a statement that, as far as
you took, that he wished you to
agree with that?
A. Correct.
(BC 1/27/98 GJ, p. 74; H.Doc. 105-316, 559)
Though Ms. Currie would later intimate that she did not
necessarily feel pressured by the President, she did state that

she felt the President was seeking her agreement (or

disagreement) with those statements. (BC 7/22/98 GJ, p. 27:
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H.Doc. 103-316, p. 669)
WAS THIS OBSTRUCTION OF JUSTICE?

The President essentially admitted to making these
statements when he knew they were not true.  Consequently, he had
painted himself into a legal corner. Understanding the
seriousness of the President “coaching” Ms. Currie, the argument
has been made that those statements to her could not constitute
obstruction because she had not been subpogenaed, and the
President did not know that she was a potential witness at the
time. This argument is refuted by both the law and the facts,

The United States Court of Appeals rejected this argument,
and stated, ‘

“[A] person may be convicted of obstructing

justice if he urges or persuades a prospective

witness to give false testimony. Neither must

the target be scheduled to testify at the time

of the offense, nor must he or she actually give

testimony at a later time.”
United States v. Shanpon, 836 F.2d 1125, 1128 (8™ Cir, 1988)
{citing, e.g., United States v, Friedland, 660 F.2d 919, 931 (35d
Cir. 1981)).

Of course Ms. Currie was a prospective witness, and the
President clearl? wanted her to be deposed to corroborate him, as
his testimony demonstrates. The President claims that he calléd
Ms. Currie into work on a Sunday night only to find out what she

knew. But the President knew the truth about his relationship
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with Ms. Lewinsky, and if he had told the truth during his
deposition the day before, then he would have no reason to worry
gbout what Ms. Currie knew. More importantly, the President’s
demeanor, Ms. Currie’s reaction to his demeanor, and the blatant
lies that he suggested clearly prove that the President was not
merely interviewing Ms. Currie. Rather, he was looking for
corroboration for his false cover-up, and that is why he coached

her.

JANUARY 18
THE SEARCH FOR MS. LEWINSKY

Very soon after his Sunday meeting with Ms. Currie, at 5:12
p.m., the flurry of telephone calls in search of Monica Lewinsky
began. {(Chart 8) Between 5:12 p.m. and 8:28 p.m., Ms. Currie
paged Ms. Lewinsky four times. “Kay” is a reference to a code
name Ms. Lewinsky and Ms. Currie agreed to when contacting one
another. (ML 8/6/%8 GJ, p. 216; H.Doc., 105-311, pg. 936) At
11:02 p.m., the President called Ms. Currie at home to ask if she
had reached Lewinsky. (BC 7/22/98 GJ, p. 160; H.Doc. 105-316, p.
702)

JANUARY 19
THE SEARCH CONTINUES

The fdllowing morning, January 19, Ms. Currie continued to
work diligently on behalf of the President. Between 7:02 a.m.

and 8:41 a.m., she paged Ms. Lewinsky another five times. {Chart
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S) (Exhibit 8) After the 8:41 page, Ms. Currie called the
President at 8:43 a.m. and said'that she was unable to reach Ms.
Lewinsky. (BC 7/22/98 GJ, pgs. 161-162; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 703)
One minute later, at 8:44 a.m., she again paged Ms. Lewinsky.
This time Ms. Currie’s page stated “Family Emergency,” apparently
in an attempt to alarm Ms. Lewinsky into calling back.. That may
have been the President’s idea, since Ms. Currie had just spoken
with hig‘ The President was cbviously quite concerned becausé he
called Betty Currie only six minutes later, at 8:50 a.m.
Immediately thereafter, at 8:51 a.m., Ms. Currie tried a
different tact, sending the message: “Good news.” Again, perhaps
at the President’s suggestion. If bad news does not get her to
call, try good news. Ms. Currie said that she was trying to
encourage Ms. Lewinsky to call, but there was no sense of
“urgency.” (BC 7/22/9%8 GJ, p. 165; H.Doc. 105-316, p., 704) Ms.
Currie’s recollection of why she was calling was again fuzzy.

She said at cne point that she believes the President asked her
to call Ms, Lewinsky, and she thought she was calling just to
tell her that her name came up in the deposition. (BC 7/22/98
GJ, p. 152; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 703) Monica Lewinsky had been
subpoenaed; of course her name came up in the deposition. There
was ébviously another and more important reason the President

needed to get in touch with her.

MR, JORDAN AND MS. LEWINQKY’S LAWYERS JOIN THE SEARCH
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At 8:56 a.m., the President telephoned Vernon Jordan, who
then joined in the activity. Over a course of twenty-four
minutes, from 10:29 to 10:53 a.m., Mr. Jordan called the White
House three times, paged‘Ms. Lewinsky, and called Ms. Lewinsky's
attorney, Frank Carter. Between 10:53 a.m. and 4:54 p.m., there
are continued calls between Mr. Jordan, Ms. Lewinsky’s attorney
and individuals at the White House.

MS. LEWINSKY REPLACES HER LAWYER

Later that afternoon, at 4:54 p.m., Mr. Jordan called Mr.
Carter. Mr. Carter relayed that he had been told he no longer
represented Ms. Lewinsky. (VJ 3/5/98 GJ, p. 141; H.Doc. 105-31%,
p. 1771) Mr. Jordan then made feverish attempts to reach the
President or someone at the White House to tell them the bad
news,’as represented by the six calls between 4:58 p.m. and 5:22
p.m. Vernon Jordan said that he tried to relay this information
to the White House because “([tlhe President asked me to get
Monica Lewinsky a job,” and he thought it was “information that
they ought to have.” (VJ 6/9/98 GJ, pgs. 45-46; H.Doc. 105-316¢,
p. 1968} {Chart Q} Mr. Jordan then called Mr. Carter back at
5:14 p.m. to go over what‘ﬁhey had already talked about. {VJ
3/5/98 GJ, p. 146; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 1772) Mr. Jordan finally
reached the President at 5:56 p.m. and told him that Mr. Carter
had been fired. (VJ 6/9/98 GJ, p. 54: H.Doc. 105-316, p. 1970}

THE REASON FOR THE URGENT SEARCH
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This activity shows how important it was for the President
of the United Sta;es te find Monica Lewinsky to learn to whom she
was talking. Betty Currie was in charge of contacting Ms.
Lewinsky. -The President had just completed a deposition in which
he provided false and misleading testimony about his relationship
with Ms, Lewinsky. She was a co-conspirator in hiding this
relationship from the Jones attorneys, and he was losing control
over her. The President never got complete control over her
again.

ARTICLE I

FALSE AND MISLEADING STATEMENTS
TO _THE GRAND JURY

Article I addresses the President’s perjurious, false, and
misleading testimony to‘the grand jury. Four categories of false
grand jury testimony are listed in the Article. Some salient
examples of false statements are described below. When judging
the statements made and the answers given, it is vital to recall
that the President spent literally days preparing his testimony
with his lawyer. He and his attorney were fully aware that the
testimony would center around his relationship with Ms. Lewinsky

and his deposition testimony in the Jones case.

GRAND JURY TESTIMONY

On August 17, after six invitations, the President of the
United States appeared before a grand jury of his fellow citizens

and took an oath to tell the complete truth. The President
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proceeded to eguivocate and engage in legalistic fencing; he also
lied. The entire testimony was calculated to mislead and deceive
the grand jury and to obstruct its process, and eventually to
deceive the American people. He set the tone at the very
beginning. In the grand jury a witness can tell the truth, lie
or assert his privileges against self incrimination. {Chart Y)
President Clinton was given a fourth choice. The President was
permitted to read a statement. (Chart Z; WJC 8/17/98 GJ, pgs. 8~
9)

THE PRESIDENT'S PREPARED STATEMENT

That statement itself is demonstrably false in many
particulars. President Clintor claims that he engaged in
inappropriate conduct with Ms. Lewinsky “on certain occasions in
early 1996 and once in 19%87.” Notice he did not mention 1995.
There was a reason. On three “occasions” in 1995, Ms, Lewinsky
said she engaged in sexual contact with the President. Ms.

- Lewinsky was.a twenty-one year old intern at the time.

The President unlawfully attempted to conceal his three
visits alone with Ms. Lewinsky in 1995 during which they engaged
in sexual conduct. (ML 8/6/98 GJ, pgs. 27-28; H.Doc. 105*31f,'~
pgs. 747-748; ML 8/6/98 GJ, Ex. 7; H.Doc. 105-311, p. 1251; Chart
A} Under Judge Wright’s ruling, this evidence was relevant and
material to Paula Jones' sexual harassment claims. (Order, Judge

Susan Webber Wright, December 11, 1987, p. 3)
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The President specifically and unegquivocally states, “{[The
encounters] did not constitute sexual relations as I understood
.that term to be defined at my January 17, 1998 deposition.” That
assertion is patently false. It is directly contradicted by the
corroborated testimony of Monica Lewinsky. (See eg: ML 8/20/98
GJ, pgs. 31-32; H.Doc. 311, p. 1174; ML 8/26/98 Dep., p. 25, 30;
H.Doc. 311, pgs. 13537, 1358}

Evidence indicates that'the President and Ms. Lewidsky
engaged in “sexual relations” as the President understood the
term to be defined at his deposition and as any reasonable person
would have understood the term to have been defined.

Contrary to his statement under oath, the President’s
conduct during the 1935 visits and numercous additional visits did
constitute “sexual relations” as he understood the term to be
defined at his deposition. Before the grand jury, the President
admitted that directly touching or kissing another person‘s
breast, or directly touching another person’s genitalia with the
intent to arouse, would be “sexual relations” as the term was
defined. {WJC 8/17/98 GJ, pgs. 24-9%5; H.Doc 105-311, pgs. 546-
547} Howéver, the President maintained that he did not engage in
such conduct. (Id.) These statements are contradicted by Ms.
Lewinsky’s testimony and the testimony of numerous individuals
with whom she contemporaneously shared the details of her

'

encounters with the President. Moreover, the theory that Ms.
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Lewinsky repeated and unilaterally performed acts on the
President while he tailored his conduct to fit a contorted
definition of "“sexual relations” which he had not contemplated at
the time of the acts, defies common sense.

Moreover, the President had not even formed the contorted
interpretation of “sexual relations” which he asserted in the
grand jury until after his deposition had concluded. This is
demonstrated by the substantial evidence revealing the
President’s state of mind during his deposition testimony.
First, the President continuously denied at his deposition any
fact that would cause the Jones lawyers to believe that he and
Ms. Lewinsky had any type of improper relationship, including a
denial that they had a sexual affair, (WJC 1/17/98 Dep., p. 78)
not recalling if they were ever alone, (WJC 1/17/98 Dep., pgs.
52-53, 59) and not recalling whether Ms. Lewinsky had ever given
him gifts. (WJC 1/17/98 Dep., pg. 75) Second, the President
testified that Ms. Lewinsky’s affidavit denying a sexual
relationship was “absolutely true” when, even by his current
reading of the definition, it is absolutely false. (WJC 1/17/98
Dep., p. 204) Third, the White House produced a document
entitled “January 24, 1998 Talking Points,” stating flatly that
the President’s definition of “sexual relations” included oral
sex. (Chart W) Fourth, the President made statements to staff

members soon after the deposition, saying that he did not have
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to the White House because “[tlhe President asked me to get
Monica Lewinsky a job,” and he thought it was “information that
they ought to have.” (VJ 6/9/98 GJ, pgs. 45-46; H.Doc. 105-316,
p. 1968) (Chart Q) Mr. Jordan then called Mr. Carter back at
5:14 p.m. to go over what they had already talked about. (VJ
3/5/98 GJ, p. 146; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 1772) Mr. Jordan finally
reached the President at 5:56 p.m. and told him that Mr. Carter
had been fired. (VJ 6/9/98 GJ, p. 54; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 1970)

THE REASON FOR THE URGENT SEARCH

This activity shows how important it was for the President
of the United States to find Monica Lewinsky to learn to whom she
was talking. Betty Currie was in charge of contacting Ms.
Lewinsky. The President had just completed a deposition in which
he provided false and misleading testimony about his relationship
with Ms. Lewinsky. She was a co-conspirator in hiding this
relationship from the Jones attorneys, and he was losing control
over her. The President never got complete control over her
again.

ARTICLE I

FALSE AND MISLEADING STATEMENTS
TO THE GRAND JURY

Article I addresses the President’s perjurious, false, and

misleading testimony to the grand jury. Four categories of false
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grand jury testimony are listed in the Article. Some salient
examples of false statements are described below. When judging
the statements made and the answers given, it is vital to recall
that the President spent literally days preparing his testimony
with his lawyer. He and his attorney were fully aware tﬁat the
testimony would center around his relationship with Ms. Lewinsky
and his deposition testimony in the Jones case.
GRAND JURY TESTIMONY

Ont August 17, after six invitations, the President of the
United States appeared before a grand jury of his fellow citizens
and toock an oath to tell the complete truth. The President
proceeded to equivocate and engage in legalistic fencing; he also
lied. The entire testimony was calculated to mislead and deceive
the grand jury and to obstruct its process, and eventually to
deceive the American people. He set the tone at the very
beginning. In the grand jury a witness can tell the truth, lie
or assert his privileges against self incrimination. (Chart Y)
President Clinton was given a fourth choice. The President .was
permitted to read a étatement‘ (Chart Z; WJC 8/17/98 GJ, pgs. 8-
9)

IHE PRESIDENT’'S PREPARED STATEMENT
That statement itself is demonstrably false in many
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particulars. President Clinton claims that he engaged in
inappropriate conduct with Ms. Lewinsky “on certain occasions in
early 1996 and once in 1997.” Notice he did not mention 1995,
There was a reason. On three “occasions” in 1995, Ms. Lewinsky
said she engaged in sexual contact with the President. Ms.
Lewinsky was a twenty-one year old intern at the time.

The President unlawfully attempted to conceal his three
visits alone with Ms. Lewinsky in 1995 during which they engaged
in sexual conduct. (ML 8/6/98 GJ, pgs. 27-28; H.Doc. 105-311,
pgs. 747-748; ML 8/6/98 GJ, Ex. 7; H.Doc. 105-311, p. 1251; Chart
A) Under Judge Wright'’s ruling, this evidence was relevant and
material to Paula Jones’ sexual harassment claims. (Order, Judge
Susan Webber Wright, December 11, 1997, p. 3)

The President specifically and unequivocally states, *[The
encounters] did not constitute sexual relations as I understood
that term to be defined at my January 17, 1998 deposition.” That
assertion is patently false. It is directly contradicted by the
corroborated testimony of Monica Lewinsky. (See eg: ML 8/20/98
GJ, pgs. 31-32; H.Doc. 311, p. 1174; ML 8/26/98 Dep., p. 25, 30;
H.Doc. 311, pgs. 1357, 1358)

Evidence indicates that the President and Ms. Lewinsky
engaged in “sexual relations” as the President understood the
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term to be defined at his deposition and as any reasonable person
would have understood the term to have been defined.

Contrary to his statement under oath, the President’s
conduct during the 1995 visits and numerous additional visits did
constitute “sexual relations”. as he understocod the term to be
defined at his deposition. Before the grand jury, the President
admitted that directly touching or kissing another person’s
_breast, or directly touching another person’s genitalia with the
intent to arouse, would be “gexual relations” as thekterm»was
defined. (WJC 8/17/98 GJ, pgs. 94-95; H.Doc 105-311, pgs. 546~
547) However, the President maintained that he did not engage in
such conduct. (Id.) These statements are contradicted by Ms.
Lewingky’s testimony and the testimony of numerous individuals
with whom she contemporaneously shared the details of her
encounters with the President. Moreover, the theory that Ms.
Lewinsky repeated and unilaterally performed acts on the
President while he tailored his conduct to fit a contorted
definition of “sexual relations” which he had not contemplated at
the time of the acts, defies common sense.

Moreover, the President had not even formed the contorted
interpretation of “sexual relations” which he asserted in.the
grand jury until after his deposition had concluded. This is
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demonstrated by the substantial evidence revealing the
President’s state of mind during his deposition testimony.
First, the President continuously denied at his deposition any

fact that would cause the Jones lawyers to believe that he and

Ms. Lewinsky had any type of improper relationship, including a
denial that they had a sexual affair, (WJC 1/17/98 Dep., p. 78)
not racalling if they were ever alone, (WJC 1/17/98 Dep., pgs.
52-53, 59) and not recalling whether Ms, Lewinsky ha& ever given
him gifts‘ (WJC 1/17/98 Dep., pg. 75) Second, the President
testified that Ms. Lewinsky’s affidavit denying a sexual
relationship was “absolutely true” when, gven by his current
reading of the definition, it is absolutely false. (WJC 1/17/88
Dep., p. 204} Third, the White House produced a document
entitled “January 24, 1998 Talking Points,” stating flatly that
the President’s definition of “sexual relations” included oral
sex. {Chart W)} Fourth, the President made statements to staff
members soon after the deposition, saying that he did not have
sexual relationsg, including oral sex, with Mr. Lewinsky, (Podesta
6/16/98 GJ, pyg. 92; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 3311) and that she
threatened to tell peoéle she and the- President had an affair
when he rebuffed her sexual advénces. {Blumenthal 6/4/38 GJ, p.
%9; H.Doc., 1085-~316, p. 185) Fifchi President Clinton's Answer
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filed in Federal District Court in response to Paula Jones'’ First
Amended Complaint states unequivocally that “President Clinton
denies that he engaged in any improper conduct with respect to
plaintiff or any other woman.” (Answer of Defendant William
Jefferson Clinton, December 17, 1997, p. 8, para. 39) Sixth, in
President Clinton’s sworn Answers to Interrogatories Numbers 10
and 11, as amended, he flatly denied that he had sexual relations
with any federal employee. The President filed this Answer prior
to his deposition. Finally, as described below, the President
sat silently while his attorney, referring to Ms. Lewinsky’s
affidavit, represented to the court that there was no sex of any
kind or in any manner between the President and Ms. Lewinsky.
(WJC 1/17/98 Dep., pg. 54)

This circumstantial evidence reveals the President'’s state
of mind at the time of the deposition: his concern was not in
technically or legally accurate answers, but in categorically
denying anything improper. His grand jury testimony about his
state of mind during the deposition is false.

REASONS FOR THE FALSE TESTIMONY

The President did not lie to the grand jury to protect

himself from embarrassment, as he could no longer deny the

affair. Before his grand jury testimony, the President’s semen
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had been identified by laboratory test on Ms. Lewinsky’'s dress,
and during his testimony, he admitted an “inappropriate intimate
relationship” with Ms. Lewinsky, In fact, when he testified
before the grand jury, he was only hours away from admitting the
affair on national television. Embarrassment was inevitable.
But, if he truthfully admitted the details of his encounters with
Ms. Lewinsky to the grand jury, he would be acknowledging that he
lied under cath during his deposition when he claimed that he did
not engage in sexual relations with Ms. Lewinsky. (WJC 1/17/98
Dep., pgs. 78, 109, 204) Instead, he chose to lie, not to
protect his family or the dignity of his office, but to protect

himself from criminal liability for his perjury in the Jones

case.

ADDITIONAL FALSITY IN THE PREPARED STATEMENT

The President’s statement continued, “I regret that what
began as a friendship came to include this conduct[.]” (WJC
8/17/98 GJ, p. 9; H.Doc. 105-311, p. 461) The truth is much more
troubling. As Ms. Lewinsky testified, her relationship with the
President began with flirting, including Ms. Lewinsky showing the
President her underwear. (ML 7/30/98 Int., p. 5; H.Doc. 105-311,
p. 1431) As Ms. Lewinsky candidly admitted, she was surprised

that the President remembered her name after their first two
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sexual encounters. (ML 8/26/98 Dep., p. 25; H.Doc. 105-311, p.
1295)
REASON FOR FALSITY
The President’s prepared statement, fraught with untruths,
was not an answer the President delivered extemporaneously to a
particular gquestion. It was carefully drafted testimony which
the President read and relied upon throughout his deposition.
The President attempted to use the statement to foreclose
questioning on an incriminating topic on nineteen separate
cccasions. Yet, this prepared testimony, which along with other
testimony provides the basis for Article I, ITtem 1, actually
contradicts his sworn deposition testimony.
CONTRARY DEPOSITION TESTIMONY
In this statement, the President admits that he and Ms.
Lewingky were alone on a number of occasions. He refused to make
this admission in his deposition in the Jones case. During the
deposition, the following exchange occurred:
Q Mr. President, before the break, we
were talking about Monica Lewinsky.
At any time were you and Monica
Lewinsky together alone in the Oval
Office?
A I don’‘t recall, but as I said, when

she worked in the legislative affairs
office, they always had scmebody
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there on the weekends. I typically
work some on the weekends. Sometimes
they‘d bring me things on the weekends.
She - it seems to me she brought

" things to me once or twice on the
weekends. 1In that case, whatever time
she would be in there, drop if off,
exchange a few words and go, she was
there. I don‘t have any specific
recollections of what the issues were,
what was going on, but when the Congress
is there, we’re working all the time,
and typically I would do some work on
One of the days of the weekends in the
afternoon.

Q Sc I understand, your testimony is that
it was possible, then, that you were
alone with her, but you have no specific
recollection of that ever happening?

A Yes, that’s correct. It’s possible
that she, in, while she was working
there, brought something to me and
that at the time she brought it to me,
she was the only person there. That's
possible.

(WJC 1/17/98 Dep., pgs. 52-53)
After telling this verbose lie under oath, the President was
given an opportunity to correct himself. This exchange followed:
Q At any time have you and Monica
Lewinsky ever been alone together in
any room in the White House?
A T think I testified to that earlier.
: I think that there is a, it is - I
have no specific recollection, but

it seems to me that she was on duty
on a couple of occasions working for
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the legislative affairs office and
brought me some things to sign,
something on the weekend. That's -
I have a general memory of that.

Q Do you remember anything that was
said in any of those meetings?

A No. You know, we just had conversation,
I don’'t remember.

(WJC 1/17/98 Dep., pgs. 52-53)

Before the grand jury, the President maintained that he
testified truthfully at his deposition, a lie which provides, in
part, the basis for Article I, Item 2. He stated, “My goal in
this deposition was to be truthful, but not particularly helpful

I was determined to walk through the mind field of this
deposition without violating the law, and I believe I did.” (WJC
8/17/98 GJ, p. 80; H.Doc. 105-311, p. 532) But contrary to his
deposition testimony, he cértainly was alone with Ms. Lewinsky
when she was not delivering papers, as the President conceded in
his preparea grand jury statement.

In other words, the President’s assertion before the grand
jury :hat he was alone with Ms. Lewinsky, but that he testified
truthfully in his deposition, in inconsistent. Yet, to this day,
both the President and his attorneys have insisted that he did

not lie at his deposition and that he did not lie when he swore
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under oath that he did not lie at his deposition.

In addition to his lie about not recalling being alone with
Ms. Lewinsky, the President told numerous other lies at his
deposition. All of those lies are incorporated in Article I,
Item 2.

TESTIMONY CONCERNING THE FALSE AFFIDAVIT

Article I, Item 3 charges the President with providing
perjurious, false and misleading testimony before a federal grand
jury concerning false and misleading statements his attorney
Robert Bennett made to Judge Wright at the President'’'s
deposition. In one statement, while objecting to questions
regarding Ms. Lewinsky, Mr. Bennett misled the Court, perhaps
knowingly, stating, “Counsel [for Ms. Jones] is fully aware that
Ms. Lewinsky has filed, has an affidavit which they are in
possession of saying that there is absolutely no sex of any kind
in any manner, shape or form, with President Clinton[.]” (WJC
1/17/98 Dep., pgs. 53-54) When Judge Wright interrupted Mr.
Bennett and expressed her concern that he might be coaching the
President, Mr. Bennett responded, “In preparation of the witness

for this deposition, the witness is fully aware of Ms. Lewinsky'’s

affidayit, so I have not told him a single thing he doesn’t
know[.]” (WJC 1/17/98 Dep., p. 54) (Emphasis added)
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When asked before the grand jury about his statement to
Judge Wright, the President testified, “I'm not even sure I paid
attention to whaﬁ he was saying.” (WJC 8/17/98 GJ, p. 24; H.Doc.
105-3131, p. 476) He added, “I didn’t pay much attention to this
conversation, which is why, when you started asking be about
this, I asked to see the deposition.” (WJC 8/17/98 GJ, p. 24;;
H.Doc. 105-311, p. 4??)‘Finally, *I don’t believe I ever even
focused on what Mr. Bennett said in the exact words he did until
I started reading this transcript carefully for this hearing.
That moment, the whole argument just passed my by.” (WJC 8/17/98
GJ, p. 29; H.Doc. 105-311, p. 481)

This grand jury testimony defies common sense. During his
deposition testimony, the President admittedly misled Ms. Jones’
attorneys about his affair with Ms. Lewinsky, which continued
while Ms. Jones’ lawsuit was pending, because he did not want the
truth to be known. Of course, when Ms. Lewinsky's name is
mentioned during the deposition, particularly in connection with
sex, the President ié going to listen. Any doubts as to whether
he listened to Mr. Bennett’'s representations are eliminated by
watching the videciape of the President’s deposition. The
videotape shows the President looking directly at Mr. Bennett,
paying closa attention to his argument to Judge Wright. |
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FALSE TESTIMONY CONCERNING OBSTRUCTION OF JUSTICE

Article I, Item 4 concerns the President’s grand jury
perjury regarding his efforts to influence the testimony of
witnesses and his efforts to impede discovery in the Jones v.
Clinton lawsuit. These lies are perhaps the most troubling, as
the President used them in an attempt to conceal his criminal
actions and the abuse of his office.

For example, the President testified before the grand jury
that he recalled telling.Ms. Lewinsky that if Ms. Jones’ lawyers
requested the gifts exchanged between Ms. Lewinsky and the
President, she should provide them. (WJC 8/17/98 GJ, p. 43;
H.Doc. 105-311, p. 495) He stated, “And I told her that if they
asked her for gifts, she’d have to give them whatever she had,
that that’s what the law was.” (Id.) This testimony is fulse,
as demonstrated by both Ms. Lewinsky’s testimony and common
sense.

Ms. Lewinsky testified that on December 28, 1997, she
discussed with the President the subpoena’s request for her to
produce gifts, including a hat pin. She told the President that
it concerned her, (ML 8/6/98 GJ, p. 151; H.Doc. 105-311, p. 871)
and he said that it “bothered” him too. (ML 8/20/98 GJ, p. 66;

H.Doc. 105-311, p. 1122) Ms. Lewinsky then suggested that she
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give the gifts to someone, maybe to Betty. But rather than
instructing her to turn the gifts over to Ms. Jones’ attorneys,
the President replied, “I don’'t know” or “Let me think about
that.” (ML 8/6/98 GJ, p. 152; H.Doc. 105-311, p. 872) Several
hours later, Ms. Currie called Ms. Lewinsky on her cellular phone
and said, “I understand you have something to give me” or “the
President said you have something to give me.” (ML 8/6/98 GJ,
pgs. 154-155; H.Doc. 105-311, pgs. 874-875)

Although Ms. Currie agrees that she picked up the gifts from
Ms. Lewinsky, Ms. Currie testified that “the best” she remembers
is that Ms. Lewinsky called her. (BC 5/6/98 GJ, p. 105; H.Doc.
105-316, p. 581) She later conceded that Ms. Lewinsky’s memory
may be better than hers on this point. (BC 5/6/98 GJ, p. 126;
H.Doc. 105-316, p. 584) A telephone record corroborates Ms.
Lewinsky, revealing that Ms. Currie did call her from her
cellular phone several hours after Ms. Lewinsky’s meeting with
the president. The only logical reason Ms. Currie called Ms.
Lewinsky to retrieve gifts from the President is that the
President told her to do so. He would not have given this
instruction if he wished the gifts to be given to Ms. Jones’
attorneys.

TESTIMONY CONCERNING MS. CURRIE
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The President again testified falsely when he told the grand
jury that he was simply trying to “refresh” his recollection when
he made a series of statements to Ms. Currie the day after his
deposition. (WJC 8/17/98 GJ, p. 131; H.Doc.v105-311, p. 583) Ms.
Currie testified that she met with the President at about 5:00
P.M. on January 18, 1998, and he proceeded to make these
statements to her:

(1) I was never really alone with Monica, right?

(2) You were always there when Monica was
there, right?

(3) Monica came on to me, and I never touched
her, right?

(4) You could see and hear everything, right?

(5) She wanted to have sex with me, and I
cannot do that.

(BC 1/27/98 GJ, pgs. 70-75; H.Doc. 105-316, pgs. 559-560; BC
7/22/98 GJ, pgs. 6-7; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 664)

Ms. Currie testified that these were more like statements
than questions, and that, as far as she understood, the President
wanted her to agree with the statements. (BC 1/27/98 GJ, p. 74;
H.Doc. 105-316, p. 559)

The President was asked specifically about these statements

before the grand jury. He did not deny them, but said that he
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was “trying to refresh [his] memory about what the facts were.”
(WJC 8/17/98 GJ, p. 131; H.Doc. 105-311, p. 583) He added that he
wanted to “know what Betty’'s memory was about what she heard,”
(WJC 8/17/98 GJ, p. 54; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 506) and that he was
“trying to get as much information as quickly as [he] could.”
(WJC 8/17/98 GJ, p. 56; H.Doc. 105-311, p. 508) Logic
demonstrates that the President’s explanation is contrived and
false.

A person does not refresh his recollection by firing
declarative sentences dressed up as leading guestions to his
secretary. If the President was seeking information, he would
have asked Ms. Currie what she recalled. Additionally, a person
does not refresh his recollection by asking questions concerning
factual scenarios of which the listener was unaware, or worse, of
which the declarant and the listener knew were false. How would
Ms. Currie know if she was always there when Ms. Lewinsky wés
there? Ms. Currie, in fact, acknowledged during her grand jury
testimony that Ms. Lewinsky could have visited the President at
the White House when Ms. Currie was not there. (BC 7/22/98 GJ,
pgs. 65-66; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 679) Ms. Currie also testified
that there were several occasions when the President and Ms.
Lewinsky wexe in the Oval Office or study area without anyone
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else present. ({(BC 1/27/98 GJ, pgs. 32-33, 36-38; H.Doc. 105-316,
pgs. 552-553)

More importantly, the President admitted in his statement to
the grand jury that he was alone with Ms. Lewinsky on several
occasions. (WJIC 8/17/98 GJ, pgs. 9-10; H.Doc. 105-311, pgs. 460-
461) Thus, by his own admission, his statement to Ms. Currie
about never being alone with Ms. Lewinsky was false. And if they
were alone together, Ms. Currie certainly could not say whether
the President touched Ms. Lewinsky or not.

The statement about whether Ms. Currie could see and hear
everything is also refuted by the President’s own grand jury
testimony. During his “intimate” encounters with Ms. Lewinsky,
he ensured everyone, including Ms. Currie,‘was excluded. (WJC
8/17/98 GJ, p. 53; H.Doc. 105-311, p. 505} Why would someone
refresh his recollection by making a false statement of fact to a
subordinate? The answer is obvious - he would not.

Lastly, the President stated in the grand jury that he was
“downloading” informatién inra “hurry,” apparently explaining
that he made these statements because he did not have time to
listen to answers to open-ended guestions. {WJC 8/17/98 GJ, p.
56; H.Doc. 105-311, p. 508) But, if he was in such a hurry, why
did the President not ask Ms. Currie to refresh his recollection
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when he spoke with her on the telephone the previous evening? He
also has no adequate explanation as to why he could not spend an
extra five or 10 minutes with Ms. Currie on January 18 to get her
version of the events. 1In fact, Ms. Currie testified that she
first met the President on January 18 while he was on the White
House putting green, and he told her to go into the office and he
would be in in a few minutes. (BC 1/27/98 GJ, pgs. 67-70; H.Doc.
105-316, pgs. 558-559) And if he was in such a hurry, why did he
repeat these statements to Ms. Currie a few days later? (BC
1/27/98 GJ, pgs. 80-81; H.Doc. 105-316, pgs. 560-561) The reason
for these statements had nothing to do with time constraints or
refreshing recollection; he had just finished lying during the

Jones deposition about these issues, and he needed corroboration

from his secretary.
TESTIMONY ABOUT INFLUENCING AIDES
Not only did the President lie about his attempts to

influence Ms. Currie’s testimony, but he lied about his attempts
to influence the testimony of some of his top aides. Among the
President’s lies to his aides, described in detail later in this
brief, were that Ms. Lewinsky did not perform oral sex on him,
and that Ms. Lewinsky stalked him while he rejected her sexual

demands. These lies were then disseminated to the media and
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attributed to White House sources. They were also disseminated
to the grand jury.
When the president was asked about these lies before the
grand jury, he testified:
And so I said to them things that were
true about this relationship. That I
used - in the language I used, I said,
there’s nothing going on between us.
That was true. I said, I have not had
sex with her as I defined it. That was
true. And did I hope that I never would
have to be here on this day giving this
testimony? Of course.
But I also didn’t want to do anything to
complicate this matter further. So I
said things that were true. They may
have been misleading, and if they were
I have to take responsibility for it,
and I'm sorry.

(WJC 8/17/98.GJ, p. 106; H.Doc. 105-311, p. 558)

To accept this grand jury testimony as truth, one must
believe that many of the President’s top aides engaged in a
concerted effort to lie to the grand jury in order to incriminate
him at the risk of subjecting themselves to a perjury indictment.
We suggest that it is illustrative of the President’s character
that he never felt any compunction in exposing others to false

testimony charges, so long as he could conceal his own perjuries.

Simply put, such a conspiracy did not exist.
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The above are merely highlights of the President’s grahd
jury perjury, and there are numerous additional examples. In
order to keep these lies in perspective, three facts must be
remembered. First, before the grand jury, the President was not
lying to cdver up an affair and protect himself from
embarrassment, as concealing the affair was now impossible.
Second, the President could no longer argue that the facts
surrounding his relationship with Ms. Lewinsky were somehow
irrelevant or immaterial, as the Office of Independent Counsel
and the gfand jury had mandates to explore them. Thixd, he
cannot claim to have been surprised or unprepared for questions
about Ms. Lewinsky before the grand jury, as he spent days with
his lawyer, preparing responses to such guestions.

E _PRE ENT’S METHOD

Again, the President carefully crafted his statements to
give the appearance of being candid, when actually his intent was
the opposite. In addition, throughout the testimony. whenever
the President was asked‘a specific question that could'nét be
answered directly without either admitting the truth or giving an
easily proVable false answer, he said, “I rely on my statement.”
19 times he relied on this false and misleading statement;

nineteen times, then, he repeated those lies in “answering”
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questions propounded to him. (See eg. WJC 8/17/98 GJ, pg. 139;
H.Doc., 105-311, p. 5981}
THE HOUSE COMMITTEE'S REQUEST

In an effort to avoid unnecessary work and to bring its
inquiry to an expeditious end, the Judiciary Committee of the
House of Representatives submitted to the President 81 requests
to admit or deny specific facts relevant to this investigation.
'(Exhibit 18) Although, for the most part, the questions could
have been answered with a simple *admit” or “deny,” the President
elected to follow the pattern of selective memory, reference to
other testimony, blatant untruths, artful distortions, outright
lies, and half truths. When he did answer, he engaged in
legalistic hair-splitting in an obvious attempt to skirt the
whole truth and to deceive and obstruct the due proceedings of
the Committee.

THE PRESIDENT’S REPEATS HIS FALSITIES.

Thus, on at least 23 questions, the President professed a
lack of memory. This from a man who is rencwned for his
remarkable. memory, for his ama;ing ability to recall details.

In at least 15 answers, the President merely referred to
“White House Records.” He also referred to his own prior
testimony and that of otheérs. He answered several of the
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reguests by merely restating the same deceptive answers that he
gave to the grand jury. We will point out several false
statements in this Brief.

In addition, the half-truths, legalistic parsings, evasive
and misleading answers were obviously calculated to obstruct the
efforts of the House Committee. They had the effect of seriously
hampering its ability to inquire and to ascertain the truth. The
President has, therefore, added obstruction of an inguiry and an
investigation before the Legislative Branch to his obstructions
of justice before the Judicial Branch of our constitutional
gystem of government.

THE EARLY ATTACK ON MS. LEWINSRY

After his deposition, the power and prestige of the Office
of President was marshaled to destroy the character and
reputation of Monica Lewinsky, a young woman that had been ill-
used by the President. As sdon as her name surfaced, the
campaign began to muzzle any possible testimony, and to attack
the credibility of witnesses, in a concerted effort to cﬁstruct
the due administration of justice in a lawsuit filed by one
female citizen of Arkansas. It almost worked.

When the President testified at his deposition that hé had

no sexual relations, sexual affair or the like with Monica
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Lewinsky, he felt secure. Monica Lewinsky, the only other
witness was on board. She had furnished a false affidavit also
denying everything. ' Later, when he realized from the January 18,
1998, Drudge Report that there were taped conversations between
Ms. Lewinsky and Linda Tripp, he had to develop a new story, and
he did. 1In addition, he recounted that story to White House
aides who passed it on to the grand jury in an effort to obstruct
that tribunal too.

On Wednesday, January 21, 1998, The Washington Post
published a story entitled “Clinton Accused of Urging Aide to
Lie; Starr Probes Whether President Told Woman to Deny Alleged
Affair to Jones’ Lawyers.” The White House learned the substance

of the Post story on the evening of January 20, 1998.

MR. BENNETT’S REMARK

After the President learned of the existence of the story,
he made a series of telephone calis]

At 12:08 a.m. he called his attorney, Mr. Bennett, and they
had a conversation. The next morning, Mr. Bennett was quoted in
the Washington Post stating:

The President adamantly denies he ever had a
relationship with Ms. Lewinsky and she has
confirmed the truth-of that.” He added,

“This story seems ridiculous and I frankly
smell a rat.
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ADDITIONAL CALLS

After that conversation, the President had a half hour
conversation with White House counsel, Bruce Lindsey.

At 1:16 a.m., the President called Betty Currie and spoke to
her for 20 minutes.

He then called Bruce Lindsey again.

At 6:30 a.m. the President called Vernon Jordan.

After that, the President again conversed with Bruce
Lindsey.

This flurry of activity was a prelude to the stories which
the President would soon inflict upon top White House aides and
advisors.

THE PRESIDENT’S STATEMENTS TO STAFF
ERSKINE BOWLES

On the morning of January 21, 1998, the President met with
White House Chief of Staff, Erskine Bowles, and his two deputies,
John Podesta and Sylvia Matthews.

Erskine Bowles recalled entering the President’'s office at
9:00 a.m. that morning. He then recounts the President’s
immediate words as he and two others entered the Oval Office:

And he locked up at us and he said the
same thing he said to the American people.
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He said, ™I want you to know I did not have

sexual relationships with this woman,

Monica Lewinsky. I did not ask anybody

to lie. And when the facts come out, you’ll

understand.”
(Bowles, 4/2/98 GJ, p. 84; H.Doc. 105-31§, p. 239)
After the President made that blanket denial, Mr. Bowles
responded:

I said, “Mr. President, I don’t know what

the facts are. I don’t know if they’re

good, bad, or indifferent. But whatever

they are, you ought to get them out. And

you ought to get them out right now.”
{Bowles, 4/2/98 GJ, p. 84; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 239)

When counsel asked whether the President responded

to Bowles’ suggestion that he tell the truth, Bowles

responded:

I don’t think he made any response, but
he didn’t disagree with me.

(Bowles, 4/2/98 GJ, p. 84; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 239}

. JOHN PODESTA
JANUARY 21, 1998

Deputy Chief John Podesta also recalled a meeting
with the President on the morning of January 21, 1998.
He testified before the grand jury as to what

occurred in the Oval Office that morning:

A. aAnd we started off meeting - we didn‘t -
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I don’t think we said anything. And I
think the President directed this
specifically to Mr. Bowles. He said,
“Erskine, I want you to know that this
story is not true.”

Q. What else did he say?

A, He said that - that he had not had a sexual
relationship with her, and that he never
asked anybody to lie.

(Podesta, 6/16/98 GJ, p. 85; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 3310)
JANUARY 23, 19958
Two days later, on January 23, 1998, Mr. Podesta had another
discussion with the President:

I asked him how he was doing, .and he said he

was working on this draft and he said to me

that he never had sex with her, and that -

and that he never asked - you know, he repeated

the denial, but he was extremely explicit in

saying he never had sex with her.
Then Podesta testified as follows:

Q. Okay. Not explicit, in the sense the
he got more specific than sex, than
the word “sex.”

A. . Yes, he was more specific than that.

Q. Okay, share that with us.

A. Well, I think he said - he said that -
there was some spate. Of, you know,
what sex acts were counted, and he

said that he had never
had sex with her in any way whatscever -
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Q. Okay.

A. - That they had not had oral sex.
(Podesta, 6/16/98 GJ, p. 92; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 3311) (Exhibit V)

SIDNEY BLUMENTHAL
Later in the day on January 21, 1998, the President called
Sidney Blumenthal to his office. It is interesting to note how
the President’s lies become more elaborate and pronounced when he
has time to concoct his newest line of defense. When the
President spoke to Mr. Bowles and Mr. Podesta, he simply denied
the story. But, by the time he spoke to Mr. Blumenthal, the
President has added three new angles to his defense strategy: (1)
he now portrays Monica Lewinsky as the aggressor; (2) he launches
an attack on her reputation by portraying her as a “stalker”; and
(3) he presents himself as the innocent victim being attacked by
the forces of evil.
Note well this recollection by Mr. Blumenthal in his June 4,

1998 testimony: (Chart U)

And it was at this point that he

gave his account of what had happened

to me and he said that Monica - and it

came very. fast. He said, “Monica

Lewinsky came at me and made a sexual

demand on me.” He rebuffed her. He

said, “I‘ve gone down that road before,

I‘'ve caused pain for a lot of people

and I‘m not going to do that again.”
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She threatened him. She said

that she would tell people they’d
had an affair, that she was known
as the stalker among her peers, and
that she hated it and if she had an
affair or said she had an affair
then she wouldn‘t be the stalker
anymore.

{Blumenthal, 6/4/98 GJ, p. 49; H. Doc. 105-316, p. 185)
And then consider what the President told Mr. Blumenthal

moments later:

And he said, “I feel like a
character in a novel. I feel like
somebody who is surrounded by an
oppressive force that is creating
a lie about me and I can’'t get the
truth out. I feel like the
character in the novel Darkness at
Noon.”

And I said to him, “When this

happened with Monica Lewinsky, were
you alone?” He said, “Well, I was
within eyesight or earshot of someocne.”

(Blumenthal, 6/4/98 GJ, p. 50; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 185)
At one point, Mr. Blumenthal was asked by the grand jury to
describe the President’s manner and demeanor during the exchange.
Q. In response to my question how
you responded to the President’s
story about a threat or discussion
about a threat from Ms. Lewinsky,

you mentioned you didn’t recall
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specifically. Do you recall
generally the nature of your
response to the President?

A. It was generally sympathetic to
the President. And I certainly
believed his story. It was a
very heartfelt story, he was
pouring out his heart, and I
believed him.

(Blumenthal, 6/25/98 GJ, pgs. 16-17; H.Doc. 105-316, pgs. 192~
193)

BETTY CURRIE

When Betty Currie testified before the grand jury, she could
not recall whether she had another ;ne~on«one discussion with the
President on Tuesday, January 20, or Wednesday, January 21. But
she did state that on one of those days, the President summoned
her back to his office. At that time, the President recapped
their now-infamous Sunday afterncon post-deposition discussion in
the Oval Office. It was at that meeting that the President made
a series of statements to Ms. Currie, to some of which she could
not possibly have known the answers. {e.g. “Monica came on to me
and I never touched her, right?”) (BC 1/27/98 @&J, pgs. 70-75;
H.Doc. 105-316, pgs. 559-560; BC 7/22/98 GJ, pgs. 6-7; H.Doc.
105-316, p. 664)

When he spoke to her on January 20 or 21, he spoke in the

same tone and demeanor that he used in his January 18 Sunday
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session.

Ms. Currie stated that the President may have mentioned that
she might be asked about Monica Lewinsky.. (BC, 1/24/98 Int., p.
8; H.Doc., 105-316, p. 536)

MOTIVE FOR LIES TO STAFF

It is abundantly clear that the President's éssertions to
staff were designed for dissemination to the American people.
But it isg more importanc to understand that the President
intended his aides to relate that false story to investigators
and grand ﬁurors alike. We know that this is true for the
following reasons: the Special Division had recently appointed:
the Office of Independent>Counsel to investigate the Monica
Lewinsky matter; the President realized that Jones’ attorneys
and investigators were investigating this matter; the Washington
Post journalists and investigators were exposing the details of
the Lewinsky affﬁir; and, an investigation relating to perjury
charges based on Presidential activities in the Oval Office would
certainly lead to interviews with West Wing employees and high
level staffers. Because the President would not appear before
the grand jury, his version of events would be supplied by those
staffers to whom he had lied. The ?resident actually

acknowledged that he knew his aides might be called before the
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grand jury. (WJC 8/17/98 GJ, pgs. 105-109; H.Doc., 10%-311, Ppgs.
557-557)

In addition, Mr. Podesta testified that he knew that he was
likely to be a witness in the ongoing grand jury criminal
investigation. He said that he was “sensitive about not
eéchanging‘information because I knew I was a2 potential witness.”
(Podesta 6/23/98 GJ, p. 79; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 3332) He also
recalled that the President volunteered to provide information
about Ms. Lewinsky to him eQen though Mr. Podesta had not asked
for these details. (Podesta 6/23/98 GJ, p. 79; H.Doc. 105-316, p.
3332)

In other words, the President’s lies and‘deceptions t& his
White House aides, coupled with his steadfast refusal to testify
had the effect of presenting a false account of events to
investigators 'and grand jurors. The President’s aides believed
the President when he told them his contrived account. The
aides’ eventual testimony provided the Presidenf's calculated
falsehoods to the grand jury which, in turn, gave the jurors an
inaccurate and misleading set of facts upon which to base any
decisions.

WIN, WIN, WIN
Pregident Clinton also implemented a wiﬁ~at-a11~coéts
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strategy calculated to obstruct the administration of justice in
the Jones case and in the grand jury. This is demonstrated in
testimony presented by Richard “Dick” Morris to the federal grand
jury.

Mr. Morris, a former presidential advisor, testified that on
January 21, 1998, he met President Clinton and they discussed the
turbulent events of the day. The President again denied the
accusations against him. After further discussions, they decided
to have an overnight poll taken to determine if the American
people would forgive the President for adultery, perjury, and
obstruction of justice. When Mr. Morris received the results, he
called the President:

And I said, “They’re just too

shocked by this. 1It‘s just tooc new,

it’s too raw.” And I said, “And the
problem is they’re willing to forgive
you for adultery, but not for perjury
or obstruction of justice or the
various other things.”
(Morris 8/18/98 GJ, p. 28; H.Doc. 105-316, p. 2929)
Morris recalls the following exchange:

Morris: And I said, “They’'re just
not ready for it.” meaning
the voters.

WJC Well, we just have to win,

then.
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(Morris 8/18/98

GJ, p. 30; H.Doc. 105-216, p. 2930)

The President, of course, cannot recall this statement.

(Presidential Responses to Questions, Numbers 69, 70, and 71)

THE PLOT TO DISCREDIT MONICA LEWINSKY

In order to “win,” it was necessary to convince the public,

and hopefully the grand jurors who read the newspapers, that

Monica Lewinsky
Ms. Lewinsky to
a tawdry affair
President’s own

surface. To do

was unworthy of belief. If the account given by
Linda Tripp was believed, then there would emerge
in and near the Oval Office. Moreover, the
perjury and that of Monica Lewinsky would

this, the President employed the full power and

credibility of the White House and its press corps to destroy the

witness. Thus on January 29, 1998:

Inside the White House, the debate goes on

about

the best way to destroy That Woman, as

President Bill Clinton called Monica Lewinsky.
Should they paint her as a friendly fantasist
or a malicious stalker? (The Plain Dealer)

Again:

“That

poor child has serious emotional problems,”

Rep. Charles Rangel, Democrat of New York, said
Tuesday night before the State of the Union.
“She’'s fantasizing. And I haven’t heard that she
played with a full deck in her other experiences.”
(The Plain Dealer)

From Gene Lyons, an Arkansas columnist on January 30:
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But it’s also very easy to take a mirror’s eye view
of this thing, look at this thing from a completely
different direction and take the same evidence and
posit a totally innocent relationship in which the
president was, in a sense, the victim of someone
rather like the woman who followed David Letterman
around. (NBC News)

From another “source” on February 1:

Monica had become known at the White House, says
one source, as “the stalker.”

and on February 4:

The media have reported that sources describe
Lewinsky as “infatuated” with the president, “star
struck” and even “a stalker.” {(Buffalo News)

Finally, on January 31:

One White House aide called reporters to offer
information about Monica Lewinsky’s past, her

weight problems and what the aide said was her
nickname -~ “The Stalker.”

Junior staff members, speaking on the condition
that they not be identified, said she was known
as a flirt, wore her skirts too short, and was
“A little bit weird.”

Little by little, ever since allegations of an
affair between U.S. President Bill Clinton and
Lewinsky surfaced 10 days ago, White House sources
have waged a behind-the-scenes campaign to portray
her as an untrustworthy climber obsessed with

the President.

Just hours after the story broke, one White
House source made unsolicited calls wffering
that Lewinsky was the “troubled” product of
divorced parents and may have been following
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the footsteps of her mother, who wrote a
tell-all book about the private lives of three
famous opera singers.

Cne story had Lewinsky following former Clinton
aide George Stephanopoulos to Starbucks. After
observing what kind of coffee he ordered, she
showed up the next day at his secretary’s desk
with a cup of the same coffee to “surprise him.”
(Toronto Sun}

This sounds familiar because it is the exact tactic used to
destroy the reputation and credibility of Paula Jones. The
difference is that these false rumors were emanating from the
White House, the bastion of the free world, to protect one man
from being forced to answer for his deportment in the highest
office in the land.

On August 17, 1998, the President testified before the grand
jury. He then was specifically asked whether he knew that his
aides (Blumenthal, Bowles, Podesta and Currie) were likely to be
called before the grand jury.

Q It may have been misleading, sir,
and you knew though, after January
21"t when the Post article broke
and said that Judge Starr was
looking into this, you knew that
they might be witnesses. You knew
that they might be called into a
grand jury, didn’t you?

WJC That’s right. I think I was quite

careful what I said after that. I
may have said something to all these
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people to that effect, but I711 also

- whenever anybody asked me any
details, I said, look, I don’t want
you to be a witness or I turn you

into a witness or give you information
that would get you in trouble. I

just wouldn’t talk. I, by and large,
didn’t talk to people about it.

Q If all of these people - let’s leave
Mrs. Currie for a minute. Vernon
Jordan, Sid Blumenthal, John Podesta,
Harold Ickes, Erskine Bowles, Harry
Thomasson, after the story broke,
after Judge Starr’s involvement was
known on January 21%%, have said that
you denied a sexual relationship with
them. Are you denying that?

WJC No.
Q And you’ve told us that you —

WIC I'm just telling you what I meant
by it. I told you what I meant
by it when they started this
deposition.

o] You’ve told us now that you were
being careful, but that it might
have been misleading. Is that
correct?

WJC It might have been **% So, what
I was trying to do was to give
them something they could - that
would be true, even if misleading
in the context of this deposition,
and keep them out of trouble, and
let’'g deal - and deal with what I
thought was the almost ludicrous
suggestion that I had urged someone
to lie or tried to suborn perjury,
in other words.
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(WIC 8/17/98 GJ, pgs. 106-108; H.Doc. 105-311, pgs. 558-560)

As the President testified before the grand jury, he
maintained that he was being truﬁhful with his aides. (Exhibit
20) He stated that when he spoke to them, he was very careful
with his wording. The Pres}dent stated that be wanted hisg
statement regar&inq “sexual relations” to be literally true
‘because he was only referring to intercourse:

However, recall that John Podesta said that the President
denied sex “in any way whatsoever” “including oral sex.” The
President told Mr. Podesta, Mr. Bowles, Ms. Williams, and Harold
Ickes that he did not have a *sexual relationship” with that
woman .

Importantly, seven days after the President‘s grand jury
appearance,. the White House issued a document entitled, *Talking
Points January 24, 1998." (Chart W; Exhibit 16} This *Talking
Points” document outlines proposed questions that the President
may be asked. It also ocutlines suggested answers to those
questions. The “Talking Points” purport to state the President’s
view of sexual relations and his view of the relationship with
Monica Lewinsky. (Exhibit 17}

The “Talking Points” state as follows:

Q.  What acts does the President believe
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constitute a sexual relationship?

A. I can’t believe we’re on national
television discussing this. I am
not about to engage in an “act-by-act”
discussion of what constitutes a
sexual relationship.

Q. Well, for example, Ms. lewinsky is
on tape indicating that the President
does not believe oral sex is adultery.
Would oral gex, to the President,
constitute a sexual relationship?

A. Of course it would.

The President’s own talking points refute the President’s
*literal truth” argument.

EFFECT OF THE PRESIDENT’S CONDUCT

Some “experts” have questioned whether the President’s
deportment affects his office, the government of the United
States or the dignity and honor of the country.

Our founders decided in the Constitutional Convention that
one of the duties imposed upon the President is to “take care
that the laws be faithfully executed.” Furthermore, he is
required to take an oath to “Preserve, protect and defend the
Constitution of the United States.” Twice this President stood
on the steps of the Capitol, raised his right hand to God and
repeated that cath.

The Fifth Amendment to the Constitution of the United States
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provides that no person shall “be deprived of life, liberty or
property without due process of law.”

The Seventh Amendment insures that in civil suits “the right
of trial by jury shall be preserved.”

Finally, the Fourteenth Amendment guarantees due process of
law and tﬁe equal protection of the laws.

THE EFFECT O « JONES’ RIGH

Paula Jones is an American citizen, just a single citizen

who felt that she had suffered a legal wrong. More important,

that legal wrong was based upon the Constitution of the United

States. She claimed essentially that she was subjected to sexual

harassment, which, in turn, constitutes’discrimination on the
basis of gender. The case was not brought against just any
¢itizen, but against the President of the United States, who was
under a legal and moral obligation to preserve and protect Ms.
Joneé' rights. It is relatively simple to mouth high-minded
platitudes and to prosecute vigorously rights viqlations by
someone else. It is, however, a test of courage, honor and
integrity to enforce those rightskagainst yourself. The
President failed that test. As a citizen, Ms. Jones enjoyed an
absolute constitutional right to petitién the Judicial Branch of

government. to redress that wrong by filing a lawsuit in the
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United States District Court, which she did. At this point she
became entitled to a trial by jury if she chose, due process of
law and the equal protection of the laws no matter who the
defendant was in her suit. Due process contemplates the right to
a full and fair trail, which, in turn, means the right to call
and guestion witnesses, to cross-examine adverse witnesses‘and to
have her case decided by an unbiased and fully informed jury.
What did she actually get? None of the above.

On May 27, 1997, the United States Supreme Court ruled in a
nine to zero decision that, “like every other citizen,” Paula
Jones “has a right to an orderly disposition of her claims.” 1In
accordance with the Supreme Court’s decision, United States
District Judge Susan Webber Wright ruled on December 11, 1997,
that Ms. Jones was entitled to informatioﬁ regarding state or
"federal employees with whom the President had sexual relations
from May, 1986 to the present. Judge Wright had determiﬁed that
the infor@ation was reasonably calculated ﬁo lead to the
discovery of admissible evidence. Six days after this ruling,
the President. filed an answer to Ms. Jones’ Amended Complaint.
The President’s Answer stated: “President Clinton denies that he
‘engaged in any improper conduct with respect to plaintiff or any
other woman.”
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Ms. Jones’ right to call and depose witnesses was thwairted
by perjurious and misleading affidavits and motions; her right to
elicit testimony from adverse witnesses was compromised by
perjﬁry and false and misleading statements under cath. As a
result, had a jury tried the case, it would have been deprived of
critical information.

That result is bad énough, but it reaches consiitutionél
propprtioﬁs when denial of the civil rights is diréc:ed by the
President -of phe United States who twice took an oath to

' preserve, protect and defend those rights. But we now know what
'the»“sancéity of an oath” means to the President.
THE EFFECT ON THE CFFICE OF PRESIDENT

Mofeover, the President is the spokesmén for the government
and the people of the United States concerning both domestic and
foreign macters. His honesty and integrity, therefore, directly
inflivence the crediﬁility of this country. When, as here, that
spokesman is guilty of a con:inuingipattern of lies, migleading
statements, and deceits over a long period of time, the
believability of any of his pronouncements is seriously called
into question. Indeed, how can anycne in or out of our country
any longer believe anything he says?  And what does that do to

confidence in the honor and integrity of the United States?
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Make no mistake, the conduct of the President is
inextricably bound to the welfare of the people of the United’
States. Not only does it affect economic and national defense,
but even more directly, it affects the moral and law-abiding
fibre of the commonwealth, without which no nation can survive.
When, as here, that conduct involves a pattern of abuses of
power, of perjury, of deceit, of obstruction of justice and of
the Congress, and of other illegal activities, the resulting
damage to the honor and respect due to the United States is, of
necessity, devastating.

THE ‘EFFECT ON THE SYSTEM
Again: there is no such thing as non-serious lying under

‘" oath. Every time a witness lies, that witness chips a stone from
the foundation of our entire legal system. Likewise, every act
of obstruction of justice, of witness tampering or of perjury
adversely affects the judicial branch of government iike a pebble
tossed into a lake. You may not notice the effect at once, but
you can be certain that the tranquility of that lake has been
disturbed. And if enough pebbles are thrown into the water, the
lake itself may disappear. So too with the truth-seeking process
of the courts. Every unanswered and unpunished assault upon it
has its lasting effect and giQen enough of them, the system
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itself will implode.

That is why two'women who testified before the Committee had
been indicted, convicted and punished severely for false
statements under oath‘in civil cases. And that is why only
recently a federal grand jury in Chicago indicted four formerxr
college football players because they gave false testimony under
oath to a grand jury. Noboéy suggésted that thef should not be
charged because their motives may have been to protect their

" careers and family. And nobody has suggested that the perjury
was non-serious because it involved only lies about sports; i.e.,
betting on college football games.

DISREG OF TE OF LA

Apart from all else, the President’s illegal actions
coﬁstitute an attack uponkand utter disregard for the truth, and
for the rule of law. Much worse, they manifest an arrogant
disdain not only for the rights of his fellow citizens, but also
for the functions and the integrity of the other two co-egqual
branches of our constitutional system. One of the witnesses that
appeared earlier likened the government of the United States to a
three-legged stool. The analysis is apt, because the entire
structure of our‘country rests upon three equal supports: the

Legislative, the Judicial, and the Executive. Remove one of
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those supports, and the State will totter. Remove two and the
structure will collapsé altogether.
- EFE T_ON THE ICIAL B, (o4

The President mounted a direct assault upon the’truth-
seeking process which is the very essence and foundation of the
Judicial Branch. Not content with that, though, Mr, Clinton
renewed his lies, half-trﬁths and obstruction to this Congress
when be filed his answers to simple requests to admit or deny.

In so doing, he also demonstrated his lack of respect for the
congtitutional functibns of the Legislative Branch.

Actions do not loge their public character merely because
they may not directly affect the domestic and foreign functioning
of the Executive Branch. Their gignificance must be examined for
their effect on the functioning of the entire system of
government. Viewed in that manner, the President’s actions were
both public and extremely destructive.

THE CONDUCT CHARGED
WARRANTS CONVICTION AND REMOVAL

The Articles state offenses that warrant the President’s
conviction and removal from office. The Senate’s own precedents
establish that perjury and obstruction warrant conviction and

removal from office. Those same precedents establish that the
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perjury and obstruction need not have any direct connection to
the officexr’s official duties.
xggcsgmg:r_s' ’

In the 1880s, the Senate convicted and removed from office
three federal judges for making perjuricus statements. Background
arny ﬁistor mpeachment Hearin before the Subcomm. On the

titution of the Houge C ..on the Judiciary, 105 Cong., 2™
8ess.  at 190-1923 (Comm. Print 199%8), (Testimony of Charles
Cooper] (“*Cooper Testimony”} Although able counsel represented
each judge, none of them argued that perjury or making false
statements are not impeachable offernses. Nor did a single
Congressman or Senator, in any of the three impeachment
proceedings, suggest that perjury does not constitute a high
crime and misdemeanor. Finally, in the cases of Judge Claiborne
and Judge Nixon, it was undisputed that the perjury was not
committed in connection with the exercise of the judges' judicial
powers.

JUDGE N;XO&

In 1989, Judge Walter L. Nixon, Jr., was impeached,
convicted, and removed from office for committing perjury. Judge
Nixon's offense stemmed from his grand jury testihony and

statements to federal officers concerning his intervention in the
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state drug prosecution of Drew Fairchild, the son of Wiley
Fairchild, a business partner of Judge Nixon's.

Although Judge Nixon had no official role or function in
Drew Fairchild's case (which was assigned to a state court
judge), Wiley Fairchild had asked Judge Nixon to help out by
speaking to the prosecutor. Judge Nixon did so, and the
prosecutor, a long-time friend of Judge Nixon's, dropped the
case. When the FBI and the Départment of Justice interviewed
Judge Nixon, he denied any involvement whatsoever. Subsequently,
a federal grand jury was empaneled and Judge Nixon again denied
his involvement before that grand jury.

After a lengthy criminal prosecutiocn, Judge Nixon was
convicted on two counts of perjury before the grand jury and
sentenced to five years in prison on each count. Not long
thereafter, the House impeached Judge Nixon by a vote of 417 to
0. The first article of impeachment charged him with making the
false or misleading statement to the grand jury that he could not
"recall" discussing the Fairchild case with the prosecutor. The
second article charged Nixon with making affirmative false or
misleading statements to the grand jury that he had "nothing
whatsoever officially or unofficially to do with the Drew
Fairchild case." The third article alleged that Judge Nixon made

96



168

VOL. I: PRELIMINARY PROCEEDINGS

numerous false statements (not under cath) to federal
investigators prior to his grand jury testimony. See 135 Cong.
Recf H1802-03.

The House unanimously impeached Judge Nixon, and the House
Managers' Report expressed no doubt that perjury is an
impeachable offense:

It is difficult to imagine an act more subversive to
the legal process than lying from the witness stand. A
judge who violates his testimonial oath and misleads a
grand jury is clearly unfit to remain on the bench. If
a judge's truthfulness cannot be guaranteed, if he sets
less than the highest standard for candor, how can
ordinary citizens who appear in court be expected to
abide by their testimonial ocath? '

House of Representatives' Brief in Support of the Articles of
Impeachment at 59 (1989). House Manager Sensenbrenner addressed
the question even more directly:

There are basically two questions before you in
connection with this impeachment. First, does the
conduct alleged in the three articles of impeachment
state an impeachable offense? There is really no
debate on this point. The articles allege misconduct
that is c¢riminal and wholly inconsistent with judicial
integrity and the judicial cath. Everyone agrees that
a judge who lies under oath, or who deceives Federal
investigators by lying in an interview, is not fit to
remain on the bench.

1385 Cong. Rec. S14,497 (SBtatement of Rep. Sensenbrenner)
The Senate agreed, overwhelmingly voting to convict Judge
Nixon of perjury on the first two articles (85-8 and 76-19,
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respectively). As Senator Carl Levin explained:

The record amply supports the finding in the criminal

trial that Judge Nixon’s statements to the grand jury

were false and misleading and constituted perjury.

Those are the statements cited in articles I and II and

it is on those articles that I vote to convict Judge

Nixon and remove him from office.
135 Cong. Rec. 814,637 (Statement of Sen. Levin).

JUDGE HASTINGS

Also in 1989, the House impeached Judge Alcee L. Hastings
for, among other things, committing numercous acts of perjury. The
Senate convicted him, and he was removed from office. Initially,
Judge Hastings had been indicted by a federal grand jury for
conspiracy stemming from his alleged bribery conspiracy with his
friend Myr. William Borders to *"f£ix" cases before Judge Hastings
in exchange for cash paymen;s from defendants. Mr. Borders was
convicted, but, at his own trial, Judge Hastings took the stand
and uneguivocally denied any participation in a conspiracy with
Mr. Borders. The jury acquitted Judge Hastings on all counts.
Nevertheless, the House impeached Judge Hastings, approving
seventeen_articles of impeachment, féurteen of which were for
lying under oath at his trial.

The House voted 413 to 3 to impeach. The House Managers®

Report left no doubt that perjury alone is impeachable:
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It is important to realize that each instance of false
testimony charged in the false statement articles is
more than enough reason to convict Judge Hastings and
remove him from office. Even if the evidence were
insufficient to prove that Judge Hastings was part of
the conspiracy with William Borders, which the House in
no way concedes, the fact that he lied under ocath to
assure his acquittal is conduct that cannot be
tolerated of a United States District Judge. To
bolster one's defense by lying to a jury is separate,
independent corrupt conduct. For this reason alone,
Judge Hastings should be removed from public office.

The House of Representatives' Brief in Support of the Articles of

Impeachment at 127-28 (1989). Representative John Conyers

(D-Mich.} also argued for the impeachment of Judge Hastings:
[Wle can no more close our eyes to acts that constitute
high crimes and misdemeanors when practiced by judges
whose views we approve than we could against judges
whose views we detested. It would be disloyal . . . to
my oath of office at this late state of my career to
attempt to set up a double standard for those who share
my philosophy and for those who may oppose it. In order
to be true to our principles, we must demand that all
persons live up to the same high standards that we

demand of everyone else.

134 Cong. Rec. H6184 (1988) (Statement of Rep. Conyers).

JUDGE CLAIBORNE
In 1986, Judge Harry E. Claiborne was impeached, convicted,
and removed from office for making false statements under
penalties of perjury. In particular, Judge Claiborne had filed

false income tax returns in 1979 and 1980, grossly understating
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his income. As a result, he was convicted by a jury of two
counts of willfully making a false statement on a federal tax
return in violation of 26 U.S.C. § 7206{(1). Subsequently, the
House unanimously (406-0) approved four articles of impeachment.
The proposition that Claiborne's perjurious personal income tax
filings were not impeachable was never even seriously considered.
As the House Managers explained:

[Tlhe constitutional issues raised by the first two
Articles of Impeachment [concerning the filing of

false tax returns] are readily resolved. The Constitution
provides that Judge Claiborne may be impeached and convicted
for "High Crimes and Misdemeanors." Article II, Section 4.
The willful making or subscribing of a false statement on a
tax return is a felony offense under the laws of the United
States. The commission of such a felony is a proper basis
for Judge Claiborne's impeachment and conviction in the
Senate.

Proceedings of the United States Senate Impeachment Trial of
Judge Harry E. Claiborne, S. Doc. No. 99-48, at 40

(1986) (*Claiborne Proceedings”) {emphases added).

House Manager Rodino, in his oral argument to the Senate,
emphatically made the same point:

Honor in the eyes of the American pecple lies in public
officials who respect the law, not in those who violate
the trust that has been given to them when they are
trusted with public office. Judge Harry E. Claiborne
has, sad to say, undermined the integrity of the
judicial branch of Government. To restore that
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integrity and to maintain public confidence in the
administration of justice, Judge Claiborne must be
convicted on the fourth Article of Impeachment [that of
reducing confidence in the integrity of the judiciary].

132 Cong. Rec. 815,481 {1986} (Statement of Rep. Rodino}.

The Senate agreed. Telling are the words of then-Senator

Albert Gore, Jr. In voting to convict Judge Claiborne and remove

him from office:

The coneclusion is inescapable that Claiborne filed
false income tax returns and that he did so willfully
rather than negligently. . . . Given the circumstances,
it is incumbent upon the Senate to fulfill its
constitutional responsibility and strip this man of his
title. An individual who has knowingly falsified tax
returns has no business receiving a salary derived from
the tax dollars of honest citizens. More importantly,
an individual guilty of such reprehensible conduct
ought not be permitted to exercise the awesome powers
which the Constitution entrusts to the Federal
Judiciary.

Claiborne Proceedings, 8. Doc. No. 99-48, at 372 {1986}.

APPLICATION TQ THE PRESIDENT

To avoid the conclusive force of these recent precedents --

and in particular the exact precedent supporting impeachment for,
conviction, and removal for perjury -- the only recourse for the
President’s defenders is to argue that a high crime or
misdemeanor for a judge is not necessarily a high crime or
misdemeanor for the'President. The arguments advanced in support

of this dubious proposition do not withstand serious scrutiny.
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See generally Cooper Testimony, at 193.

The Constitution provides that Article III judges “shall
hold their Offices during good Behavior, U.8. Const. Art. III, 1.
Thus, these arguments suggest that judges are impeachable for
“misbehavior” while other federal officials are only impeachable
for treason, bribery, and other high crimes and misdemeanors.

The staff of the House Judiciary Committee in the 19%70s and
the National Commission on Judicial Discipline and Removal in the
1990s both issued reports rejecting these arguments. In 1974,
the staff of the Judiciary Committee’s Impeachment Inguiry issued
a report which included the following conclusion:

Does Article III, Section 1 of the Constitution, which

states that judges ‘shall hold their Offices during

good Behaviour,’ limit the relevance of the ten

impeachments of judges with respect to presidential

impeachment standards as has been argued by some? It

does not. The argument is that ‘good behavior’ implies

an additional ground for impeachment of judges not

applicable to other civil officers. However, the only

impeachment provision discussed in the Convention and

included in the Constitution is Article II, Section 4,

which-by its expressed terms, applies to all civil

officers, including judges, and defines impeachment
offenses as ‘Treason, Bribery, and other high Crimes

and Misdemeanors.’
staff of House Comm. on the Judiciary, 93* Cong., 2¢ Sess.,

Constitutional Grounds for Presidential Impeachment (Comm. Print

1974) (1974 Staff Report”) at 17.
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The National Commission on Judicial Discipline and Remdval
came to‘the same conélusion. The Commission concluded that “the
most plausible reading of the phrase ‘during good Behavior’ is
that it means tenure for life, subject to the impeachment power.

The ratification debates about the federal judiciary seem
to have proceeded on the assumption that good-behavior tenure
meant removal only through impeachment and conviction.” National
Commission on Judicial Discipline and Removal, Report of the
National Commission Judicial Discipline and Removal 17-18
(1993) (footnote omitted).

The record of the 1986 impeachment of Judge Claiborne also
argues against different impeachment standards for federal judges
and presidents. Judge Claiborne filed a motion asking the
Senate to dismiss the articles of impeachment against him for
failure to state impeachable offenses. One of the motion’s
arguments was that “[tlhe standard for impeachment of a judge is
different than that for other cofficers” and that the Constitution
limited “removal of the judiciary to acts involving misconduct
related to discharge of office.” Memorandum in Support of Motion

to Dismiss the Articles of Impeachment on the Grounds They Do Not

State Impeachable Offenses 4 (hereinafter cited as “Claiborne
Motion”), reprinted in Hearings Before the Senate Impeachment
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Trial Committee, 99" Cong., 2¢ Sess. 245 (1986) (hereinafter cited
as “Senate Claiborne Hearings”).

Representative Kastenmeier responded that “reliance on the
term ‘good behavior’ as stating a sanction for judges is totally
misplaced and virtually all commentators agree that that is
directed to affirming the life tenure of judges during good
behavior. It is not to set them down, differently, as judicial
officers from civil officers.” Id. at 81-82. He further stated
that “[n]Jor . . . is there any support for the notion that
Federal judges are not civil officers of the United States,
subject to the impeachment clause of article II of the
Constitution.” Id. at 81.

The Senate never voted on Claiborne’s motion. However, the
Senate was clearly not swayed by the arguments contained therein
because it later voted to convict Judge Claiborne. 132 Cong. Rec.
815,760-62 (daily ed. Oct. 9, 1986). The Senate thus rejected the
claim that the standard of impeachable offerises was different for
judges than for presidents.

Moreover, even assuming that presidential high crimes and
misdemeanors could be different from judicial ones, surely the
President ought not be held to a lower standard of impeachability
than judges. In the course of the 1980s judicial impeachments,

104



176

VOL. I: PRELIMINARY PROCEEDINGS

Congress emphasized unequivocally that the removal from office of
federal judges guilty of crimes indistinguishable from those
currently charged againét the Pregident was essential to the
preservation of the rule of law. If the perjury of just one
judge so undermines the rule of law as to make it intolerable
that he remain in office, then how much more so does

perjury committed by the President of the United States, who
alone is charged with the duty "to take Care that the Laws be
faithfully executed.® See generally, Cooper Testimony at 154}

It is just as devastating to our system of government when a
President commits perjury. As the House Judiciary Committee
stated in justifying an article of impeachment against President
Nixon, the President not only has “the obligation thai every
citizen has to live under the law,” but in addition has the duty
*not merely to live by the law but to see that law faithfully
applied{” Impeachment of Richard M. Nixon, President of t
United States, H. Rept. No. 93-1305, 9837 Cong., 2% Sess. at 180
(1874) . The Constitution provides that he “shall take Care that
the Laws be faithfully executed.” U.$. Const Art. II, § 3. When
a President, as chief iaw enforcement officer of the United
States, commits perjury, he violates this eonstitutional oath
unique to his office and casts doubt .on the notion that we are a

105



TRIAL MEMORANDUM OF HOUSE 177

nation ruled by laws and not men.
PERJUR OBSTRUCTION A8 SERIOQUS AS BRIBERY

Fufther evidence that perjury and obstruction warrant
conviction and removal comes directly from the text of the
éonstitution. ‘Because the Constitution specifically mentions
bribery, no one can dispute that it is an impeachable offense.
U.S. Const., art. II, § 4. Because the constitutional language
does not limit the term, we must take it to mean all forms of
bribery. Our statutes specifically criminalize bribery of
witnesses with the intent to influence their testimony in
judicial proceedings. 18 U.S.C. § 201(b}{3) & {4}, (c}{2) & (3).
See also 18 U.S.C. §§ 1503 {(general obstruction of justice
statute), 1512 (witness tampering statute). Indeed, in a
criminal case, the efforts to provide Ms. Lewinsky with job .
assistance in return for submitting a false affidavit charged in
the Articles might easily have bean charged under these statutes.
No one could feasonably argue that the President’s bribing a
witness to provide false testimony - even in a private lawsuit -
does not rise to the level of an impeachable offense. The plain
language of the Constitution indicates that it is.’

Having established that point, the rest is easy. Bribing a
witness is illeéal because it leads to false testimony that in
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turn undermines the ability of the judicial system to reach™ just
results. Thgs, among other things, the Framers clearly intended
impeachment to protect the judicial system from these kinds of
éttacks. Periury and obstruction of justice are illegal for
exactly the same reason, and they accomplish eéxactly the same
ends through slightly different means. Simple logic establishes
that perjury and obstruction of justice -- even in a private
lawsuit -~ are exactly the types of other high crimes and
misdemeanors that are of the same magnitude as bribery.
HIGH CRIMES AND MISh CRS

Although Congress has never adopted a fixed definition of
"high crimes and misdemeanors,® much of the background and
history of the impeachment process contyadicts the President's
claim that these’offenses are private and therefore do not
warrant conviction and removal. Two reports prepared in 1874 on
the backgrouhd anﬁ history of impeachment are particularly
helpful ;n evaluating the President's &efense.‘ Both reports
gupport the conclusion that the facts in this case compel the
conviction and removal of President Clinton.

Many have commented on the report on "Constitutional Grounds
for Presidential Impeachment® prepared in February 1974 by the
staff of the Nixon impeachment inguiry. The general principles
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concerning grounds for impeachment set forth in that report

indicate that perjury and obstruction of justice are impeachable

offenses. Consider this key language from the staff report

describing the type of conduct which gives rise to impeachment:
The emphasis has been on the significant effects of the

conduct -- undermining the integrity of office,

disregard of constitutional duties and oath of office,

arrogation of power, abuse of the governmental process,

adverse impact on the system of government.
1974 Staff Report at 26 (emphases added).

Perjury and obstruction of justice clearly "undermine the
integrity of office." They unavoidably erode respect for the
office of the President. Such offenses cbviously involve
"disregard of [the President's] constitutional duties and oath of
office.” Moreover, these offenses have a direct and serious
"adverse impact on the system of government." Obstruction of
justice is by definition an assault on the due administration of
. justice ~-- a core function of our system of government.

The -thoughtful report on "The Law of Presidential
Impeachment" prepared by the Association of the Bar of the City
of New York in January of 1974 also places a great deal of
emphasis on the corrosive impact of presidential misconduct on
the integrity of office:

It is our conclusion, in summary, that the grounds for
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impeachment are not limited to or synonymous with
crimes . . . . Rather, we believe that acts which
undermine the integrity of government are appropriate

grounds whether or not they happen to constitute

offenses under the general criminal law. In our view,

the esgential nexus to damaging the integrity of

government may be found in acts which constitute

corruption in, or flagrant abuse of the powers of,
official position. It may also be found in acts which,
without directly affecting governmental processes,

g i 1i ide in_t

probity of executive and judicial offjicers that is

esgential to the effectiveness of government in a free

society. '
Association of the Bar of the City of New York, The Law of
Presidential Impeachment, (1974) at 161 {emphases added). The
commission of perjury and obstruction of justice by a President
are acts that without doubt “undermine that degree of public
confidence in the probity of the [the President] that is
essential to the effectiveness of government in a free society."
Such acts inevitably subvert the respect for law which is
essential to the well-being of our constitutional system.

That the President’s perjury and obstruction do not directly
involve his official conduct does not diminish their
significance. The record is clear that federal officials have
been impeached for reasons other than official misconduct. As

set forth above, two recent impeachments of federal judges are

compelling examples. In 1989, Judge Walter Nixon was impeached,
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convicted, and removed from office for committing perjury before
a federal grand jury. Judge Nixon’s perjury involved his efforts
to fix a state case for the son of a business partner -- a matter
in which he had no official role. In 1986, Judge Harry E.
Claiborne was impeached{ convicted, and removed from office for
making false statements under penalty of perjury on his income
tax returns. That misconduct had nothing to do with his official
responsibilities.

Nothing in the .text, structure, or history of the
Constitution suggests that officials are subject to impeachment
only for official misconduct. Perjury and cobstruction of justice
-~ even regarding a private matter -- are offenses that
substantially affect the President's official duties because they
are grossly incompatible with his preeminent duty to "take care
that the laws be faithfully executed." Regardless of their
genesis, perjury and obstruction of justice are acts of public
migsconduct -- they cannot be dismissed as understandable or
trivial. Perjury and obstruction of justice are not private
matters; they are crimes against the system of jﬁstice, for which
impeachment, conviction, and removal are app?opriate.

The record of Judge Claiborne‘’s impeachment proceedings
affirms that conclusion. Representative Hamilton Fish, the
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ranking member  of the Judiciary Committee and one of the House
managers in the Senate trial, stated that "[i]mpeachable conduct
does not have to occur in the course of the performance of an
officer’s official duties. Evidence of misconduct, misbehavior,
high crimes, and misdemeanors can be justified uporn one’s private
dealings as well as one’s exercise of public offiCe. That, of
course, is the situation in this case.” 132 Cong. Rec. H4713
(daily ed. July 22, 1988).

Judge Claiborne’s unsuccessful motion that the Senate
dismiss the articles of impeachment for failure to state
impeachable offenses provides additional evidence that personal
misconduct can justify impeachment. One of the arguments his
attorney made for the motion was that “there is no allegation . .
. that the behavior of Judge Claiborne in any wéy was related to

misbehavior in his official function as a judge; it was private

misbehavior.” (Senate Claiborne Hearings, at 77, Statement of
Judge Claiborne’s counsel, Oscar Goodman). (See also Claiborne

Motion, at 3)

Representative Kastenmeler responded by stating that “it
would be absurd to conclude that a judge who had committed
murder, mayhem, rape, or perhaps espionage in his private life,
could not be removed from office by the U.S. Senate.” {Senate
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Claiborne Hearings, at 81) Kastenmeier's response was repeated
by the House of Representatives in its pleading opposing
Claiborne’s moticn to dismiss. (Qggositiog to Claiborne Motion
at 2)

The Senate did not vote on Judge Claiborne’s motion, but it
later voted to convict him. 132 Cong. Rec. 815,760-62 (daily
ed. Oct. 9, 1986). The Senate thus agreed with the House that
private impropr;eties could be, and were in this instance,
impeachable offenses.

The Claiborne case makes clear that perjury, even if it
relates to a matter whelly separated from a federal officer’s
official duties -- a judge’s personal tax returns -- is an
impeachable offense. Judge Nixon’s false statements were also in
regard to a matter distinct from his official duties. In short,
the Senate’s own precedents establish that misconduct need not be
in one’s official capacity to warrant removal.

CONCLUSTION

This is a defining moment for the Presidency as an
institution, because if the President is not convicted as a
consequence of the conduct that hag been portrayed, then no House
of Representatives will ever be able to impeach again and no

Senate will ever convict. The bar will be so high that only a
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convicted felon or a traitor will need to be concerned.

Experts pointed to the fact that the House refused to
impeach President Nixon for lying on an income tax return. Can
you imagine a future President, faced with possible impeachment,
pointing to the perjuries, lies, obstructions, and tampering with
witnesses by the current occupant of the office as not rising to
the level of high crimes and misdemeanors? If this is not
enough, what is? How far can the standard be lowered without
completely compromising‘the credibility of the office for all

time?

Dated: January 11, 1999
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THE PRESIDENT’S CONTACTS ALONE WITH
LEWINSKY

Lewinsky White House Employee (7/95-4/96)

1995

14/15/95 The President meets alone twice with Lewinsky
(Wed) in Oval Office study and hallway outside the Oval
Office. (Sexual Encounter)

14/47/95 The President meets alone twice with Lewinsky
(Fri) in The President’s private bathroom outside the
Oval Office study. (Sexual Encounter)

12/5/95 The President meets alone with Lewinsky in the
(Tues) Oval Office and study. (No Sexual Encounter)

12/31/95 The President meets alone with Lewinsky in the

{Sun) Oval Office and Oval Office study. (Sexual
Encounter)

Chart A
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THE PRESIDENT’S CONTACTS ALONE WITH

LEWINSKY

Lewinsky White House Employee (7/95-4/96)

1/7/96
{Sun)

1/24/96
{Sun)

2/4/96
(Sun)

2/19/96
(Mon)
3/31/96

{Sun)

4/7/196
{Sun)

1996

The President meets alone with Lewinsky in the
bathroom outside the Oval Office study. (Sexual
Encounter)

The President meets alone with Lewinsky in the
hallway outside the Oval Office study. (Sexual
Encounter)

The President meets alone with Lewinsky in the
Oval Office study and in the adjacent hallway.
(Sexual Encounter)

The President meets alone with Lewinsky in the
Oval Office. (No Sexual Encounter)

The President meets alone with Lewinsky in
hallway outside the Oval Office. (Sexual
Encounter)

The President meets alone with Lewinsky in the

hallway outside the Oval Office study and in the
Oval Office study. (Sexual Encounter)

Chart A
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THE PRESIDENT'S CONTACTS ALONE WITH

LEWINSKY

Lewinsky Employed at the Pentagon (4/96- )

2/28/97
(Fri)

3/29/97
(Sat)

5/24/97
(Sat)
714197
(Fri)

7114197
{Mon)

7124/97
(Sat)

8/16/97
({Sat}

10/11/97
{Sat)

11/13/97
{Thurs)

12/6/97
{Sat)

12/28/97
{Sun)

1997

The President meets alone with Lewinsky in the
Oval Office private bathroom. {Sexual Encounter)

The President meets alone with Lewinsky in the

Oval Office study. (Sexual Encounter)
The President meets ajone with Lewinsky in the
Oval Office dining room, study and haliway. (No

Sexual Encounter)

The President meets alone with Lewinsky in the
Oval Office study and haliway. (No Sexual Encounter)

‘The President meets alone with Lewinsky in
Heinreich’s office. {No Sexual Encounter)

The President meets alone with Lewinsky in the
Oval Office study. (No Sexual Encounter)

The President meets alone with Lewinsky in the
Oval Office study. (Sexual Encounter)

The President meets alone with Lewinsky in the
Oval Office study. (No Sexual Encounter)

The President meets alone with Lewinsky in the
Oval Office study. (No Sexual Encounter)

The President meets alone with Lewinsky in the
Oval Office area. (No Sexual Encounter)

The President meets alone with Lewinsky in the
Oval Office study. (No Sexual Encounter)

Chart A
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LEWINSKY GIFTS TO THE PRESIDENT

10/24/95

11/20/95

3/31/96

Christmas
1996

Before
8/16/96

Early
1997

3/97

3/29/97

5/24/97

Lewinsky (before the sexual relationship
began) gives her first gift to The President of
a matted poem given by her and other White
House interns to commemorate “National
Boss’ Day”. It is the omly gift The Presideat
sent to the archives instead of keeping.

Lewinsky gives The President a Zegna necktie.
Lewinsky gives The President a Hugo Bess Tie.

Lewinsky gives The President a Sherlock
Holmes game and a glow in the dark frog.

Lewinsky gives The President a Zegna
necktie and a t-shirt from Bosaia.

Lewinsky gives The President Oy Ve, a small goif
bock, golf balls, goif tees, and a plastic pocket
frog.

Lewinsky gives The President a care package after
he injured his leg including a metal magnet with The
Presidential seal for his crutclies, a license plate
with “Bill” for his wheeichair, and knee pads with
The Presidential seal.

Lewinsky gives The Presideat her personal copy of
Yox, a boaok about phone sex, 2 penny medaliion
with the heart cut out, a framed Valentine’s Day ad,
and a replacement for the Hugoc Boss tie that had
the bottom cut off.

Lewinsky gives The President a BEanana Republic
casual shirt and a puzzie on gold mysteries.

Chart C
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71497 Lewinsky gives The President a wooden B with a
frog in it from Budapest.

Before Lewinsky gives The Presideat The Nofebook.

8/18/97

8/16/97 Lewinsky gives The President an antigue book o3

Pefteor the . Great, the card game "Royaity”, and a
book, Disease and Misrepresentation.

10/21/97 or Lewinsky gives The President a Calvin Klein
10/22/97 tie, and pair of sunglasses.
10/97 Lewinsky gives The Presideat a package Before

filied with Halloween-related items, such as a
Halloween pumpkin lapel pin, a wooden letter
opener with a frog oa the haadie, and a plastic
pumpkin filled with casndy.

11/13/97 Lewinsky gives The Presideat an antique
paperweight that depicted the White House .

12/8/87 Lewinsky gives The President Our Patriotic
President: His Life in Pictures, Anecdotes,
Sayings, Principies and Biography; an
antigue standing cigar holder; a Starbucks
Santa Monica mug; a Hugs and Kisses box;
and a tie from London.

12/28/97 Lewinsky gives The Presideat a hand-painted
Easter Egg and “gummy boobs” from Urban
Outfitters.

1/4/98 Lewinsky gives Currie a package with her

final gift to The Presideat containing a beok
entitied The Presidents of the United
States and a love note inspired by the movie Titanic.

Chart C
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THE PRESIDENT'S GIFTS TO LEWINSKY

12/5/95

2/4/96

3/31/96

2/28/97

7124/97

Early 9/97

12/28/97

The President gives Lewinsky an autographed photo
of himself wearing the Zegna necktie she gave him.*

The President gives Lewinsky a signed “State cf the
Union™ Address.*

The President gives Lewinsky cigars.

The President gives Lewinsky a hat pin*, *“Davidoff™
cigars, and the book the Leaves of Grass by Walt
Whitman as belated Christmas gifts.

The President gives Lewinsky a gold brooch.*

The President gives Lewinsky an Annie Lennox
compact disk.

The President gives Lewinsky a cigir.

The President gives Lewinsky an antique Hower pin
in a wooden box, a porcelain vbject d’art, and a
signed photograph of the President and Lewinsky.”

The President brings Lewinsky several Biack Dog
items, including a baseball cap*, 2 T-shirts*, a hat
and a dress.*

The President gives Lewinsky the largest number of
gifts including:

1. a large Rocketies bianket*,

2.  a pin of the New York skyline®,

3.  a marbleiike bear’s head from Vancouver*,

4. a pair of sungiasses™,

5. a small box of cherry chocolates,

8. a2 canvas bag from the Black Dog*,

7. a stuffed animal wearing a T-shirt from the
Black Dog.*

{*denctes those items Lewinsky produced to the OIC on 7/29/98).

Chart D
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December 19, 1997
(Friday)

LEWINSKY IS SERVED WITH A SUBPOENA IN

1:47 p.m.-
1:48 p.m.

3:00 p.m.-
4:00 p.m.

3:51 p.m.-
:52 p.m.

4:17 p.m.-
4:20 p.m.

4:47 p.m.

5:04ip.m.-
5:05 p.m.

5:06 p.m.

Later that

Evening

Jones v. Clinton

‘Lewinsky telephonés Jordan's office.

Lewinsky is served with a subpoena in Jones v.
Clinton.

Lewinsky telephones Jordan immediately about
subpoena.

Jordan telephones The President and talks to
Debra Schiff.

Jordan telephones White House Social Office.
Lewinsky meets Jordan and requests that
Jordan notify The President about her subpoena.
The President telephones Jordan; Jordan
notifies The President about Lewinsky's

subpoena.

Jordan teiephones attorney Carter to represent
Lewinsky.

The President meets alone with Jordan at the
White House.

Chart G
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DECEMBER 28, 1997
(Sunday)
THE PRESIDENT’S FINAL MEETING WITH LEWINSKY
AND
THE CONCEALMENT OF THE GIFTS TO LEWINSKY

8:16 a.m. Lewinsky meets The President at the
White House at Currie’s direction.

. The President gives Lewinsky numerous
gifts.

. The President and Lewinsky discuss the
subpoena, calling for, among other things,
the hat pin. The President acknowledges
*that sort of bothered [him] too.”

. Lewinsky states to The President: “Maybe
1 should put the gifts away outside my
house somewhere or give them to
someone, maybe Betty [Curriel.”

3:32 p.m. Currie telephones Lewinsky at home from
Currie’s cell phone.

4] understand you have something to give
me.”

Or
“The President said you have something to
give me.”

Later that Currie picks up gifts from Lewinsky.

Day
Chart J
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{W DRAFT

AEEINAVIY OF. .IANE DOE #

2. My name is Jane Doe # . I am 24 year old and .
currently regide at 700 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W., Washington,
D.C. 20037, )

2. On December 1%, 1987, I was served with a subpoens
from the plaintiff to give a deposition and to produce documents in
the lawauit filed by Paula Corbin Jones against President William
Jefferson Clinton and Danny Ferguson.

3. 1 carn not fathom any reason that the plaintiff would
seek information from me for her case.

4. I have néver met Mg. Jones, nor fo I have any
infoymation regarding the events she alleges occurred at the
Excelsior Hotel on May 8, 1991 or any other information concerning
any of the allegations in her case.

5. I worked at the White House in the summer of 1985 as
2 White House interm. Beginning in December. 1995, I worked in the
pffice of Legislative Affairs as & staff asgi t  for
correspondence. In April, 1996, I accepted a job aMm& to
the Assistant Secratary for Public Affairs at the U.S. Department
of Defenme. I waintained that job until Decenber Zr 1997. 1 am
currently unemployed but sesking a2 new job.

&. in the course of my enployment at the Whirte House,
I met President Clinton on several occasions. I do not recall ever
being alonme with the President, although it is possible that while
working in the White House Qffice of Legislative Affairs I may have
presented him with a letter for his signature while no one elae was
present ‘s would ha

7. I have the utmost respect for the President who has
always behaved appropriately in my presence.

B. 1 bhave never had a sexual xelationship with the
President, he did not propose that we have a sexual relationship,
he did not offer me employment or other benefive in exchange for a
sexual relationship, he did not deny me employment or other
benefits for rejecting a sexual relationship. I do not know of any
other person who had & sexual relationship with the President, was
offered employment or other benefits in exchange for a sexual

Chart M
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DRAFT

relationship, or was denied employment or other benefits for

rejecting a sexual relationship. The occasions that I saw the

President, with crowds of other people. after I left my employment

at the White House in April, 1956 related to official receptions,

formal functions or events related to the U.S. Department of

Defense, -where I was working at the time.Tre wez other Peodk peesta
op OF sl of theee ocLBsins . '

g. Since I do not possess any information that could
possibly be relevant to the allegations made by Paula Jones or lead
to admissible evidence in thie case, I asked my attorney to provide

PN thie affidavit to plaintiff’s counsel. Requiring my deposition in
Wchis matter would cause unwarranted attorney’'s fees and costs,
disruption to wmy 1life, especially since I am looking for

employment, and constitute an invasion of my right to privacy.

I declare under the pemalty of perjury that the foregoing
is true and correct.

MONICA 8. LEWINSKY

2=

Chart M
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DRAFT

MONICA S. LEWINSKY, being first duly sworn on oath

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, s8:

according to law, deposes and says that she has read the foregoing
AFFIDAVIT OF JANE DOE # by her subscribed, that the matters stated
herein are true to the best of her information, knowledge and

belief.

MONICA S. LEWINSKY

SUBSCRIEED AND SWORN te before me this day of
. 1998.

NOTARY PUBLIC, D.C.
My Commission expires:

3~
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MISSION ACCOMPLISHED: ‘The President
LEWINSKY SIGNS AFFIDAVIT “Vernon Jordan
AND “Betty Cursie
GETS A NEW YORK JOB
{1/5/98 - 1/9/98)

January 5, 1998

Lewinsky meets with attorney Carter for an hour;
‘Carter drafts an Affidavit for Lewinsky in an attempt
to avert her deposition testimony in Jones v. Clinton
scheduled for January 23, 1998.

Lewinsky telephones Currie stating that she needs to
speak to The President about an important matter;

- specifically that she was anxious about something
she needed to sign- an Affidavit.

The President retums Lewinsky’s call; Lewinsky
mentions the Affidavit she’d be signing; Lewinsky
offers to show the Affidavit to The President who
states that he doesn’t need to see it because he has
already seen about fifteen others.

Chart P
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MISSION ACCOMPLISHED: *The President
LEWINSKY SIGNS AFFIDAVIT »Vernon Jordan
AND *Betty Currie

GETS A NEW YORK JOB
(1/5/98 - 1/9/98)
January 6, 1998

11:32 a.m. Carter pages Lewinsky: “Please call Frank Carter.”

2:08 p.m.-
2:10 p.m.

3:14 p.m.

3:26 p.m.-
3:32 p.m.

3:38 p.m.

. 3:48 p.m.

3:49 p.m.

4:19 p.m.
4:32 p.m.

4:32 p.m.

4:34 p.m.-
4:37 p.m.

5:15 p.m.-
5:19 p.m.

Lewinsky meets Carter and receives draft Affidavit.

Jordan calls Lewinsky. Lewinsky delivers draft Affidavit
to Jocdan.

Carter again pages Lewinsky: “Frank Carter at
[telephone number] will see you tomorrow morning at
40:00 in my office.”

Jordan tslephones Carter.

Jordan teleph N y Hemreich, Deputy Assistant
to The President.

Jordan telephones Lewinsky.

Jordan telephones Lewinsky to discusses draft Affidavit.
Both agree to delete implication that she had been alone
with The President.

The President telephones Jordan.

Jordan telephones Carter.

Jordan again telephones Carter.

Jordan teleph White H

Chart P
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9:26 a.m.
9:29 a.m.

10:00 a.m.

11:58 a.m.-

12:09 p.m.

5:46 p.m.-
5:56 p.m.

6:50 p.m.~
6:54 p.m.

MISSION ACCOMPLISHED:
LEWINSKY SIGNS AFFIDAVIT
AND
GETS A NEW YORK JOB
(1/5/98 - 1/9/98)

January 7, 1998

Jordan telephones Carter.

Lewinsky signs false Affidavit at Carter's Office.
Lewinsky delivers signed AHidavit to Jordan.

Jordan telephones the White House.
Jordan telephones the White House (Hernreich's Office).

Jordan telephones the White House and tells The

© President that Lewinsky signed an Affidavit,

Chart P
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9:21 a.m.

221 aam.

14:50 a.m.-
11:5%a.m.

3:0%8 p.m.-
3:10 p.m.

4:48 p.m.-
4:53 p.m.

4:54 p.m.

4:586 p.m.

6:39 p.m.

Evening

9:02 p.m.~
9:03 p.m.

VOL. I: PRELIMINARY PROCEEDINGS

MISSION ACCOMPLISHED:
LEWINSKY SIGNS AFFIDAVIT
AND
GETS A NEW YORK JOB
(1/5/98 - 1/9/98)
January 8, 1998

Jordan teiephones the Whits House Counsel’s Office.

Joridan telephones the White House.

Lewinsky interviews In New York at MacAndrews &
Forbes Holdings, Inc. (MFH)

Lewinsky telephones Jordan.
Lewinsky telephones Jordan.

Lewinshy telephones Jordan and advises that the New
York MFH Interview went “Very Poorly.”

Jordan telephones Ronald Peraiman In New York, CEO of
Revion (subsidiary of MFH) *tc make things happen...if
they couid happen.”

Jordan telephones Lewinsky stating *“P'm doing the best
1 can to help you cut.”

Jordan teleph White H Counsel's Office (Chery)
Milis), possibly about Lewinsky.

Revion in New York telephones Lewinsky to set up a
follow-up interview.

Lewinsky telephones Jordan about Revion interview in

New York.
Chart P
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1:29 p.m.
1:29 p.m.

4:14 p.m.-

#4:37 p.m.
5:04 p.m.
5:05 p.m.

5:08 p.m.

5:09 p.m.-
5:11 p.m.

5:12 p.m.

5:18 p.m.-
5:20 p.m.

5:21 p.m.-
5:26 p.m.

MISSION ACCOMPLISHED:
LEWINSKY SIGNS AFFIDAVIT
AND
GETS A NEW YORK JOB
January 9, 1998

Lewinsky interviews in New York with Senior V.P.
Seidman of MacAndrews &Forbes and two Revion
individuals.

Lewinsky offered Revion job in New York and accepté,
Lewinsky telephones Jordan.

Lewinsky telephones Jordan.

Lewinsky telephones Jordan to say that Revion offered
her a job in New York.

Jordan notifles Currie: *Mission Accomplished” and
requests she tell The President.

Jordan notifies The President of Lewinsky’s New York
job offer. The President replies *Thank you very much.”

Lewinsky telephones Carter.
Lewinsky telephones Jordan.

Lewinsky telephones Currie.

The President teleph Currie.

Lewinsky telephones Jordan.

Currie telephenes The President.

Jordan telephones Lewinsky.

Chart P
Lewinsky telephones Currie.
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157
Telephone Calls
TABLE )
December 18,1997
Ne. | Time Cal Frem Cak Ts Longd o
Ct
1| rereM | Mo Lewiasky's office, GIEENE | M. Jordan's o e, (NN 1:50
-
2 | 3S1PM § Mr Jordeniofcc GBI | Presidest Clinion; talked with Debry 100
[ - 3 Schiff
3 | 4t7PM ] M. Jorden's office QEEEIID | Whike House Sccial Office. IR | 2.
.
¢ ]50i M | President Clsws Mz, jordam's office, QNN “os }
s | s0sPd | Mr Jordes offic NS | Franc Carer's office. QENENENND | 1%
-_ . :
Soarce Documenty
catt: 133-DC-0001 7190 (Peocagas pheoe recards)
can 1173-DC-0000001 ) (Presidential cull logk, YOM-DC 00001 S (Akin, Gump, Strsas,
Haver & Feld phooe recard)
Cawlands:  VOOLDC-00000151 (Akin, Gump, Strauss, Hauer & Feid phooe recard)
Can ¢ 1178-DC-00000014 (Presidential eall gk VOOL DC000001 S} (Akin, Gamp, Strmats, Haver &

Feld phooe record)

Presidencial call logs imdican et Presicient Climon placed & call w My, Jorden 6 437 M3 ol
ot taey téad bom 50! P ® 5008 PAL The bet iverpreation of he svidmcs aggwns Gt
e 21l Gid oot end 8 598 POL. The Presidentiel coll logs we maintrined by band, wherens e
asomated Akin, Cump, Sroam, Haer & Feid phone recards refhecs ther S convernzion soally
ended u $:05 L
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGYON

PRESIDENTIAL CALL LOG

DECEMBER 21 s 91
T NAME ACTION
pLACED. | Oysc

€ " Al »,

NI *.
*
%,
. -
*
-
VY006-DC-00002063
eor amiy}:33] MS. BETTY ¥. CURRIE TLKD-OK 11:29 A.K.
CELLULAR PHONE
e 11 :27 v 202-395-1831

EREARNE
HB 003662 -
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161
Telephone Calls
TABLE 38
Jasoary 6, 1958
No. | Time Cal trom Callte Lesgs of
ol
§ 132 M. Carwer 1 Ma. Lewinuky's pager. mesige reads: WA
AM "PLEASE CALL FRANK CARTER @
2 (208 MM | My jordan’s office, IR | Ms. Lewinsky's rsideocc NS | 143
ol .
3 314 | Mz Carwer Ms. Lewinsky's pager, messige reads: WA
“FRANK CARTER AT@INEED
WILL SEE YOU TOMORROW
MORNING AT 1000 IN MY OFFICE*
4 |36 | M Jorden's office GUIEED | M. Caner EIEAREED 6Q
o
s 1338M | M Jordan's office GIINIEED | Ms. Hemrvich, Wiz Howse, IEEID | 2:12
.- ob
6 {3:4tPM | Mr. Jordan's office QD | Ms. Lewinsky's resideoce. GUENNINED | 0224
. L :
7 | 3490 | Mr. Jordan's office QEINEED | Ms. Lewinky & Ms. Fincrman's $:84
L ’ residence. QRN
t | 419PM | Presidenc Clinwce Mr. Jordans office. QENRINRIND 13:00
< —
o Ja32md | Me. tordan's office. GRGNIEED | Mr. Cancr, GIEREND 106
10 | 434PM | M. Jordan's office QUEREED | M- Caner, et 230
S .
»
1] S:tseM | M. Jordan's office. IR | Whie Hops, GNNREEND 406
L] »
Source Documents
Cals tand 3: $31-0C00G000 10 (Pagemart; o3 times hive does adjusiod from Pucific »
Easters Standerd The)

Calls 2.4.5,6,7, 9,10, a0d 11:  V004-DXC-00000| S8 (Akin, Gurmg, Sema, Hawer & Feld call log)

cans: . 1173-DC-O0000016 (Presideatial call log)
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EXHIBIT 4
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162

Telephoue Calls

I

TABLE %

suary 7, 1998

Call trem

Lal»

Leg® ofcak |

926 AM

M. jordea's effice DD
.

v————

M. Caner GRRSEREID

b5

LS8 AM

M. Jordas's office SUID:
SERED

White House, REETENND

1B

5:46 PM

M. Jordae's oftice SNED
LY

Ma. Herreeich, Whise Moune,
e

1044

6350 P

1

M, Jardan's Bmousine,

i

Whin: Howse, SEEEEND

400

Cant:
CallZend :
Call4:

VOO-DC 000001 58 (Akin, Gump, Szrecss, Haver & Feid aall logs)

© Senree Documeats

VEORDC 000001 59 (Akin, Gump, $rauss, Haver & Feld aall logs)

§033-DC-000001 15 (Bell Athotic Mobile 11! records)
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171

Telephooe Calls
a
T*lLE &4
- J 18, 1993
Ko | Time Cal rem Calm
: of call
1| unknown | Mr. Jordan st St Regis Howl Waite Howse SSNNEENNND wnknown
New York, NY
2 | unknows | Ms Curric's office. (IR | Veornon Jordon's office; message NA
L ) teads:"Bezy- POTUS, RN XIND OF
IMPORTANT
3 won Mr. Carver Ms. Lewintky's pager; message reads: NA
AM “PLEASE CALL FRANCIS CARTER @
D
4 1231 M. Cumrie Ms Lewintky's pager; message resds: N/A
[V "PLEASE CALL KAY.*
$ 108 PM | Mr. Canter Ms. Lewinsky's pager; pessage NA
“PLEASE CALL FRANK mm AT
~4
6 {302PM | Mrjordan'soffice. G | Ms Hemreich White Howse. (BRI | 1930
- oD
7 | 3:04PM | Mrdordan's office. SR | White House, UERNENND 1:34
] .
s | 516PM | M Jordan's office. EINER | White House. SINENNNED 2:48
-l
L] $22PM | Ms. Cumie Ms. Lewinsky’s pager; message NA
reads:"PLEASE CALL KAY ASAP®
10 | 643 PM | Mz Jordan's office, SIS | Ms. Currie’s residesce. GRINERRED o2
-
Source Docaments
Calt 1: 1065-DC-00000006 (S¢. Regis Hote! réceipt)
[ 33 Y05-DC-00000058 (Vernoo Jordan's metmge log)
Calls ). 4. 5and 9 £31-DC-00000008 (Pagemart)

Cafs 6. 7.8 and 10

VOO4-DC-00008164 (Akin, Guanp, Sras, Hamer & Feld call logs)
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TABLE 45
Jaeusry 16,1998
Re | Time |Caltrom Calm Laagdh of
ol
o117 | e tordans offce, GEINURENIS. | M3 Cume, Whne House (IR | 124
AM
? jsa Mz Jordue's resicence, SR | President Cliawe S0
PM | G
Scarce Docaments

Call1:  VOO4-DXC 00000164 (Akm, Gunp, Sermss, Haver & Feld call logs)

Call 2 1173-DCO0000018 (Presidential call log)
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EXHIBIT 6
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173

Telephone Calls

247

TABLE ¢
Janeary 17, 199
Ko | T { Col rom (s ¥ Laxgy of
(-1 ]
i $:19 | Mr. Jordan's mobile phose, S | Whne House, QRIRININER, 100
™ | )
2 1338 | President Cliowe Me. Jordaa’s resideoce. QUERERNED 200
™
3 {702 | Proiden Cliowe My, Jordan's office. NN 2:00
™~
4 111 | Presides Clavos Ms. Caric's resideoce., (ERNENNIND 1
™
Serrxe Documments
Call1; 1033-DXC0000003) (Bell Atlantic Mobile 1ol records)
Call2. 1178.DCO00000 1S (Presideasial call kog)
Call 3 1178-DC-00000020 (Presidential caft log)
Call & Y0OS-DIC 00002066 (Presidential call iog)
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EXHIBIT 7
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174
Telephone Calls
TABLE ¢7
Jaauary 8, 1978
Mo Thse Cad Frem Cal Te Langes of
Colt
) 11.49 M Jordan's office GIEIER. | Ware House QUENIMEERNE (R}
AM . -l
2 12:50 Presudent Clinwn My Jordan's resudence, SRR 200
”m
3 1:11 PM | Presiden Qlinion Ms. Came's residence, GREEIIIR. | 5 o0
4 LIS PM 1 M Jordan's mobile phone, Wi House, SEININEND 13-
L
S {255 PM | Mr Jordan’s residence, @ | President Clmios “old per PRESUS. 920] N
[ ™
[ 3.2 | Ms. Cure Ma. Lewinsky's paptr, dessage reads. NA
PLEASE CALL RAY AT HOME *
b 622PM | s Cune M. Lewnsky's pager, message remis: NA
"PLEASE CALL KAY AT HOME.*
H 106 PM | My Curree Ms Lewmaky's pager, message resds NA
“PLEASE CALL KAY AT HOME "
9 719 PM 1 Mr Jordan's office QD | Odery! Mills, %haz Mouss Counsels 106
-l Office. NI
1] $28PM | Ms Curne M3, Lewmnsky's pager, message reads: NA
SCALL KAY®
1 1o Presudent Clowse Ms. Curne’s resascoce. (RIS 190
"™
Searce Docymeats
Calls 1 ad & VO04-DC-00000 165 (Ain. Gurp, Strbuss. Nawer & Feld all logs)
Call 2 H5-DCO000002 1 (Presidestia! calt og)
Cat 3: V006-DXC-00002067 (Presidencial cadl log)
Cali & 1633-DCDOM0034 {Bell Atiwnuic Mobile 1ol records )
Calt s 1248-DCO00003 12 (Presidential eall g}

Calls 6.7, 8. andd 10,

£31.DC 90000008 (Pagemar) -
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178

TABLE 47 costinued

Calt 1t V00&- DC H0002068 (Pressdennal call tog)
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EXHIBIT 8



252

VOL. I: PRELIMINARY PROCEEDINGS

W Jordan's office, (NEEEND
)

Enkine Bowies, Whae House, (HIED
-l

176
Telepbone Calls
TABLE &
January 19, 1998
Ne | Time Cafl Frem Cal Te Length of
[ ]
I 702 AM | Ms. Currie M. Lewinskyhs pager; message reads: NA
“PLEASE CALL KAY AT HOME AT
$:00 THIS MORNING.*
2 8:08 AM | Ms Cumie M1 Lewinsky's pager; message reads: WA
“PLEASE CALL KAY.*
3 833 AM | Ms Currie M. Lewinskys pager, mestage reads: NA
"PLEASE CALL KAY AT HOME.*
L} 837 AM | Ms Curie Ms. Lewinsky’s pager; message reads: NA
“PLEASE CALL KAY AT HOME. ITS
A SOCIAL CALL THANX YOU*
3 8:4} AM | Ms Curie Ms. Lewinsky’s pager, message reads: | WA
“KAY IS AT HOME. PLEASE CALL®
6 | 8:43 AM | Ms Cumic’s residence. GHEEND | President Climos 100
-
7 | 344 AM | Ms Cumie Ms. Lewinsky's pager, message reads: | N/A
: “PLEASE CALL KATE RE: FAMILY
EMERGENCY.*
8 | 8:50 AM | President Clintoe Ms. Currie’s residence, JEREENEND | 100
L) 1:31 AM | M. Currie Ms. Lewinmsky's pager, message reads: NA
“MSG. FROM KAY. PLEASE CALL,
HAYE GOOD NEWS.*
10 | 8:56 AM | President Clinwe Mr. Jordan's residence. NI, | 00
11§ 1029 AM | Mr. Jordan's office, GEERD Whie House, SRNEEDD 2
S
12 | 10:36 AM | Mr. Jordan's office. QNI | Ms. Lewinsky's pager, message reads: | /A
L Y “PLEASE CALL MR. JORDAN AT
L ]
13 | 1038 AM | Mr Jordans office. GIEDID Nancy Heroreich, White House SBR[ 1:12
) D
14 | 10:44 AM 10
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177
TABLE 48 continued
Ne. | Time Ca8 Frem Cal Te Leugth of
15 ] 10:33 AM | My, Jordan's office. QI Frank Carter's offce, GEENNDND 036
k. :
16 | 10:58 AM | President Clinton M. jordan's effice. NI 100
17 ] 1104 AM | Mr. Jordan's office SN Bruce Lindsey, White House QEIIRID | 0:2¢
) L
18 ] 1116 AM | Mr. Jordan Ms. Lewinsky's pager, mesage reads: 036
*PLEASE CALL MR JORDAN AT
O
19 ] 15:17 AM | Mr. Jordan's office, (NI Bruce Lindscy, White Howse. GEIND | 136
L L
20 | 1231 PM | Mr. Jordan's mobile phone, i) | White Howse, GNEINENGED 300
21 | 1:45PM | President Clinton M. Currie's residence, GEIINERINNGR. | 200
22 | 229PM | Mr Jordan’s mobile phone S | White House. GHINIERNND 200
p1] 2:46 PM | Frank Canter Ms. Lewinsky's pager, ticsaage reads: NA
“PLEASE CALL FRANK CARTER AT
e
24 | 31 PM | Mr. Jordan's office SEINAND Ms. Curmie’s residence. NN | 142
ok
25 | :53PM | Mr. Jordan's office QURNEIR | Fronk Canter's residence. QNENINED | 0-2¢
[
26 | €34 PM | M. Jordan's office. QIEERD: Frank Caner's office. SHENSEENND %0
3
27 | ¢SEPM | M. Jordan's office, GBI | Beuce Lindscy, White House, QIR | 012
-—n o
28 1 4:59PM | Mz Jordan’s office, SHREIEN Cheryl Mills, White House Coumaels 042
Gl . office, GRS
» 500 PM | Mr. Jordsa's office, (IR Bruce Lindsey, White Howse. QUININD | &8
[ : LY
30 | 5:00 PM | Mr. Jordan’s office. ISR | Charies Rufl White Kouse Counsel, 24
- s
31 | 505 PM | Mr. Jordan's office SIENIND | Beuce Lindsey, White Howse SIINIID | 0:06
. o
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178
TABLE 48 coutinued
Neo. | Time Cal Frem Cal To Leug of
Cat’
32 | S0SPM | Mr jordas'soffice. QIR | Brwce Lindicy, Whae House SIS {1 6:H8
b [ ]
33 | sosPM | Mr jordansoffice SHENR | Whac House, RNINERND 12
L Y
346 | 309PM | Mr lordax's office, GUIEND Cheryl Mills, Whine House Counsel's 196
ca ffice. QIS
35 | S:14PM | Mr. Jordax's office, SR Frank Carter's office, RERENND £
. |
36 | S2PM | My Jordas's office, SEEIINEDY | Beuce Lindsey, Whine House (IINER | 006
LY -
37 522 PM | Me. Jerdas's office. SRNIDRD Cheryl Mills, Whine House Counsal's [ 3¢ ]
o office. SENRREEES
38 | 5:5SPM | Mr. fordass office SEDRED | M. Curric's residencr, SRRIIERRD | 0:2¢
39 | 5:36PM | Presiden: Clinton My, Jordan's office, GEIERNNER k2 )
40 | 6D4PM | Mr. Jordan's office, GENDR Ms. Currie’s residence, SIIRIRRIED | 300
b
4t 626 PM | Mr. Jordan's office. SEIED Stephen Goodin. White House, (il 0:42
[ L
Soarce Documents
Calis 1,2,3,4.5.9,
9, 12,18, and 23: £31-DC-00000009 (Pagmnarty
Calis6and & V005-DC 00002069 (Presidential call log)
Call 10: §175-DC-00000023 (Presidential cal! log)

Calls ¥4, 12, 13,14, 35, 17,

Call 18, 39:

Calis 20 and 22:

19,24, 25,26, 20,28,
29,3031, 32. 33, \,
35,36, a0d 37:

Y004-DC 00000165 (Akin, Gurmp, Strauss, Hawer & Feld cal! log)
1245-DCO0000319 (Presidestial call log)

1033-DCO000003 5 (Bell Atlantic Moble mll records)
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EXHIBIT 9



256 VOL. I: PRELIMINARY PROCEEDINGS

Uérm's!.:;aEcD
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT BASTERM OISTRICT ains
EASTERN DISTRICT OF ARKANSAS W29
WESTERN DIVISION 1958

AMES . MefoRmAK, ¢,
By:
oer

PAULA CORBIN JONES, b
-
Plaintiff, b
L]
»
vi. * No. LR-C-94-290
-
-
-
WILLIAM JEFFERSON CLINTON ®
and DANNY FERGUSON, .
-
Defendants. *
ORDER

Before the Court is 2 motion by the United States, through the Office of the ‘
Independent Counsel ("OIC*), for limited intervention and a stay of discovery in the case of
Jones v. Clinton, No. LR-C-94-290 (E.D.Ark.). The Court held a telephone conference on
this motion on the moming of January 29, 1998, during which the views of counsel for the
plaintiff, counsel for the defendants, and the OIC were expressed. Having considered the
matter, the Court hereby grants in part and denies in part OIC's motion.

In seeking limited intervention and a stay of discovery, OIC states that counsel for the
plaintiff, in a deliberate and calculated manner, are shadowing the grand jury's investigation of
the Monica Lewinsky matter. Motion of OIC, at 2. OIC states that "the pending criminal
investigation is of such gravity and paramount importance that this Court would do a disservice

to the Nation if it were to permit the unfetterd ~ and extraordinarily aggressive - discovery
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sfforts currently underway to proceed unabated.” 7d. at 3.' OIC's motion comes with less
than 48 hours left in the period for conducting discovery, the cutoff date being January 30,
1998. Given the timing of OIC's motion and the possible impact that this motion could have
on the proceedings in this matter, the Court is required to rule at this time on the admissibility
at trial of evidence concerning Monica Lewinsky.

Rule 403 of the Federal Rules of Evidence provides that evidence, although relevant,
"may be excluded if its probative value is substantially outweighed by the danger of unfair
prejudice, confusion of the issues, or misleading the jury, or by considerations of undue delay,
waste of time, or needless presentation of cumulative evidence.” This weighing process
compels the conclusion that evidence concerning Monica Lewinsky should be excluded from
the trial of this matter.

‘The Court acknowledges that evidence concerning Monica Lewinsky might be relevant
to the issues in this case. This Court would await resolution of the criminal investigation
currently underway if the Lewinsky evidence were essential to the plaintiff’s case. The Court
determines, however, that it is not essential to the core issues in this case. In fact, some of
this evidence might even be inadmissable as extrinsic evidence under Rule 608(b) of the
Federal Rules of Evidence. Admitting any evidence of the Lewinsky matter would frustrate
the timely resolution of this case and would undoubtedly cause undue expense and delay.

This Court's ruling today does not preclude admission of any other evidence of alleged

improper conduct occurring in the White House.

! For the record, counse] for the plaintiff take grest issue with OIC"s characterization of their discovery efforts.

2
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In addition, and perhaps more importantly, the substantial interests of the Presidency
militate against any undue delay in this matter that would be occasioned by allowing plaintiff
to pursue the Monica Lewinsky matter. Undes the Supreme Court's ruling in Clinton v.
Jones, 117 S.Ct. 1636, 1651 (1997), “[t}he high respect that is owed to the Office of the
Chief Executive ... is a matter that should inform the conduct of the entire proceeding',
inclucing the timing and scops of discovery.” There can be no doubt that a speedy resolution
of this case is in everyone's best interests, including that of the Office of the President, and the
Court will therefore direct that the case stay on course.

One final basis for the Court's ruling is the integrity of the criminal investigation. This
Court must consider the fact that the government’s proceedings could be impaired and
prejudiced were the Court to permit inquiry into the Lewinsky matter by the parties in this
civil case. See, e.g., Arden Way Associates v. Ivan F. Boesky, 660 F.Supp. 1494 (S.D.N.Y.
1987). In that regard, it would not be proper for this Court, given that it must generally yield
to the interests of an ongoing grand jury investigation, to give counsel for the plaintiff or the
defendants access to witnesses® statements in the government's criminal investigation. See
Fed.R.Crim.P. 16{a)(2), which generally prohibits the discovery of government witnesses.
That being so, and because this case can in any event proceed without evidence concerning
Monica Lewinsky, the Court will exclude evidence concerning her from the trial of this
matter.

in sum, the plaintiff and defendants may not continue with discovery of those matters
that concern Monica Lewinsky. In that regard, OIC’s motion for limited intervention and stay
of discovery is granted. Further, any evidence concerning Ms. Lewinsky shall be excluded

3
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from the trial of this matter. With respect to matters that do not involve Monica Lewinsky,
OIC’s motion is denied and the parties may'continue with discovery. Because the telephone
conference underlying today's ruling involved a discussion of discovery matters, the transcript
of the conference shall remain under seal in accordance with the Court's Confidentiality Order

on Consent of all Parties,
IT IS SO ORDERED this 29® day of January 1998.

p :

STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

1S DOCUMENT ENTERED CM DOCKET SHEET IN

SCMPLIANGE ‘v‘s‘“{}%’;& 5 AND/O% 7s(a) FRCP
w__ [ /‘9\9‘/ X __BY
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EXHIBIT 10
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B = FILER.
W*iHNDDhICTaANSLS

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE BASTERN DISTRICT OF ARKANSAgiS
WESTERN DIVISION By

PAULA CORBIN JONES,

Plaintiff, : CIVIL ACTI

RO. LR-C-94-290
Y.

: Judge Susan We r Wright
WILLIAM JEFFERSON CLINTON

(JURY TRIAL DEMANDED)

and |
DANNY FERGUSON, : ! !
DPefendants. : !

ANSWER OF PRRSIDENT WILLIAX JEPFERSON CLINTON '
10 THE RST ED_COMPLAINT .

President William Jefferson Clinton, thrcugh his
undersigned attorneys, answers the First Amended Complai !t
(~amended Complaint®) in the above-captioned matter as fgqllows:

GENERAL, DEWIAL ! l

The President adamantly denies the false alleg;tionis
advanced in the Azended Complaint. Specifically, at no :!ime did
the President make sexual advances toward the plaintiff, !oz
otherwige act improperly in her presence. At no time did the

President threaten or intimidate the plaintiff. At no time l'd
the President conspire to or sexually haraes the plaintiff. t

no time did the President conspire to or deprive the plaintiff of

in a manner intended to, or which could, inflict emo:ion?

distress upon the plaintiff.

|

her constitutional rights. And at no time did the President rct
|
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As Governor ot Arkansas., Mr. Clinton never tock any
action or made any request of any state employge te interfere
with or otherwige detract from plaintiff’s advancerent, promction
or job responsibilities. President Clinton alsc adamantly denies
plaintiff‘s baseless allegations that he engaged in any pattern
or practice of granting governmental or employmen: kenafite to
women in exchange for sexual favors. Such allegations are false,
and have no relevance whatscever to Plaintiff’s claims concerning
her alleged encounter with Govermor Clinton. PlaintiZf‘s Amended
Complaint thus is siwmply a groundless attempt by Paula Jones and
thoge who are financially supporting her to use the juiicial
system improperly to try to humiliate and embarrass the Presi-

dent.
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SRECIFIC DENIALS
SURISDICTION

1. Paragraph 1 of the Amended Complaint states legal

conclusions as to which no response is required.
YENUE

2. Paragraph 2 of the Amended Ccmplaint states legal

conclusions as to which no response ig required.
IHE PARIIES

3. President Clinton is without knowledge or infor-
mation sufficient te form a belief as to the truth of the alleqa
zions set forth in paragraph 3, and thercfore denies the same.

4. President Clinton admits he is a resideat of
Arkansas.

5. President Clinton is without knowledge or inferma-
tion sufficient to form a belief as to the truth ¢f the allega-
tions set forth in paragraph S, and therefcre denies the same.

FACTZ

6. President Clinton admits that the Governor of
Arkansas serves in the executive branch. Based on information
and belief, he also admits that at some point in time plaintiff
was an employee of the Arkansas Industrial Development Commis-~
sion. President Clinton is without knowledge or information ‘
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining
allegaticns set forth in paragraph §, and therefore denies the
same.

7. Admitted.
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8. President Clinton is without knowledge or informa-
tion sufficient to form & belief as to the truth of the allega-
tions set forth in paragraph 8, and therefore deniee¢ “he sare.

S. Based on information and belief, President Clinton
admits that Danny Perguson wae a state trooper assigrned to the
Governor’s security detail on or about May 8, 139). He is
without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belicf as
to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth in paragrarh
$, and therefore desies the same.

16. President Clinton denies the allegations set forth
in paragraph 10 to the extent they purport to allege that he
requested tc meet plaintiff in a suite at the Excelsior Heotel.

He is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a
belief as to the truth of the remainin§ allegations cet forth in
paragraph 10, and therefoxe dcnies the same.

11. President Clinton is without knowledge or informa-
tion sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allega-
tions ger forth io paragraph 11, and thersfore denies che same,

12. President Clinton is without knoﬁledge or informa-
tion sufficient to form a belief as to the trutk of the allega-
tions set-forth in paragraph 12, and therefore denies the same.

13. President Clinton ﬁs without knowledge or informa-
tion sufficient to form a Selief a5 to the truth of the allega-

tions set forth in paragraph 13, and thercfore denies the sams,
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14. President Clinton does nut recall ever meeting
plaintiff, and therefore denies each and every allegation set
forth in paragraph 14.

15. while it was the usual practice to hLave a4 business
suite available for the purpose of making calls and receiving
visitors. President Clinton has no recollection of meeting
plaintiff, and therefore denies each and every allegation set
forth in paragraph 15.

16. President Clinton does not recall ever meeting
plaintiff, and therefore denies each and every allegaticn set
forth in paragraph 16.

1?7. President Clinton denies each and every allegation
set forth in paragraph 17, except he admits that on or about
May 8, 1991, David Harrington was Director of the Arkansas
Industrial Nevelopment Commission, having been elevazed to that
position by Governor Clinton.

18. President Clintcn denies earh ané every ailegation
seL [orth in paragraph 18.

19. President Clinton denies each and every allegation
set fortbh in paragraph 19.

20. Pregident Clinton denies each and every allegation
set forth in paragraph 20.

21. President Clinton denies each and every allegation
set forth in paragraph 21. ’

22. President Clinton denies eacn and cvery allegation

set torth in paragraph 22.
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23, President Clinton denies each and every allegation
set forth in paragraph 23.

24. President Clinton denies eack and every allegation
set tortn in paragraph 24.

25.  President Clinton denies each and every allegaﬁion
get forth in paragraph 2§. )

26. President Clinton denies each and every allegation
set forth in paragraph 26. '

27. President Clinton is without krowiedge or informa-
tion m:fficien: to form o belief as to the truth of the allega-
tions se: forth in paragraph 27. and therefore deries the same.

28. President Clinton denies that he er.gaged'!n any
improper conduct with respect to plaintiff. de :s without
knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
Lruth ol the remaining allegations set !onh in paragraph 28, and
therefore denies the game.

25. President Clinton is without knowliedge or infursa-
tion sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allega-
tions se: forth in paragraph 29, and therefore denies the same.

30. President Clinton denies that he engaged in any
improper conduct with respect to plaintiff. He also denies
waking the statement attributed tc him in paragraph 30. Presi-
dent Clinton is without knowiedge or information sufficient to
form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set’

forth in paragraph 30, and therefore denies the same.
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31. President Clinton denies that he engaged ir any
improper cenduct with respect to plaintiff. He is without
knowledge or information sufficient te form a belief as to the
truth of the remaining aliegations ser forth in paragraph 31, and
therefore denies the same.

32. President Clinton denies that he engaged in any
impropsr conduct with reepect to plaintiff. He i1s without
knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the remaining allegations set forth in paragraph 32, and
therefore denies the pame,

33. DPresident Clinton denies that he engaged in any
improper conduct with respect teo plaintiff. He is without
knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the remaining allcgations set forth in paragragh 33, and
therefore denies the same.

34. resident Clinton denies that he engaged in any
improper conduct with respect to élaintiff. He is without
knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as t§ the
tiuth of the remaining allegations set forth in paragraph 34 and
therefore denics the same.

'35, President Clinton denies that he engaged in any
improper conduct with reepect to plaintiff. He is without
knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the remaining allegations set forth in paraygraph 35, and

therefore denies the same.
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36. President Clinton ie without knowledge or informas-
tion sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allega-
tions set forch in paragraph 36, and therefore deries the same.

37. President Clinton is without knowiedge or informa-
tion sufficient to form a belief as to the truth o5f the allega-
tions set farrh in paragraph 37, and therefore deries :he same.

38. President Clinton denies that he crgaged in any
improper conduct with respect to plaintiff. President Clinton
does not recall ever meeting plaintiff, and therefore denies each

Laad every allegation set forth in paragraph 38. ,

39. Preosident Ciinton denies that he engaged in any
impro‘faer cotiduct with respect to plaintiff or any other woman.
President Clinton further denies that he took any actizn against
plaintiff to chill or squelch her communications in any way.
President Clirton further denies that ke discriminated a«yainst
plaintiff or had a custom, habit, pattern or practice of improper
conduct with recpect to any other women. Ile is wizhou: kncviedge‘
or information sufficient to form a belief as to the txuth of the
remaining allegations set forth in paragraph 39, and therefore
denies the game.

40. President Clinton is withoul knowledge or inforwma-
tion s\;fficien,t to form a belief as to the truth of the allega-
tiong set forth in paragrapb 40, and therefore denies “he same.

41. President Clinton is without knowledge or informa-
tion sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allega-

tions set forth in paragraph 41, and therefore denies the samc.
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42. President Clinton denies that he engaged in any
improper conduct with respect to plaintiff. To the extent the
allegations set forth in paragraph 42 merely refer to or quote
from the article in the American Specrator, attached as exhibit A
to the Amended Complaint, no response is required.

43, President Clinton denies that he engaged in any
improper conduct with respect to plaintiff or others. Precident
Clincon further denies that the American Spectator article is ™ ¢
accurate. To the extent the allegations set forth in paragraph

43 merely refer to or quoté from the article in the American

Spectator, attached as exhibit A to the Anmended Complaini, ne
response is reguired. Y

44, President Clinton denies each and every allegation
set farth in paragraph 44.

45. President Clinton denies that he engaged in any
improper conduct with regpect to plaintiff. FRe is without
knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the remaining allegations set forth in paragraph 45, and
therefore denies the same.

46. President Clinton depies that he made soxual
advances toward plaintiff. He alsc denies the gquote attributed
to him in paragraph 46. President Clinton is without knowledge
or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
remaining allegations set forth in paragraph 46, and therefore

denics the same.
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4%.  President Clinton denies each and every allegation
in paragraph 47, except that he admits that » false article was
published in the American Spectatox, that plainzif? spoke public-
ly on February 11, 19%%4, and that reptesen:atives of plainegiff
asked the President to acknowledge certain things which were
untrue.

48. Based on information and belief, Precident Clinton
admite that he and those acting on his behalf have denied
plaintiff’s allegations. Bach and every other allegation get
forcth in paragraph 48 is denied.

419. Baged on intormation and belief, Presidea: Clinton
admits that his legal counsel made the statements set forth in
paragraph 49. Each and every other allegation set forth in
paragraph 4% is denied.

50. Based on information and belief, President Clintorn
admits that White House spokeswoman Dee Dee Meyers made the
statement set forth in paragraph $0. Each and every other
allegation set forth in paragraph 5¢ is denied. To tha2 extent
paragraph S0 states legal conclusicns, no response is reguired.

§1. President Clinton denies each and every allegation
cet forth in parxagraph S1.

$2. President Clinton admits that the general public
Teposes trust and confidence in the yintegrity ot the hclder of
the office of the Presidency. PRach and cvery other allegstion

sct forth in paragraph 52 is denied.

10
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$3. President Clinton denies each and every allegation
set forth in paragraph 53, except that he admits ke was 8 member
of the Arkansag State Bar on or about May 8§, 19%3.. Fresident
Clinton also denies he wag a parther at Wright, Lindsey &
Jennings, but admits he formerly was Of Counsel to tha: firm. To
the extent paragraph §3 states legal conclusions, no response is
required.

S4. Presidénh Clinton denies each and every allegation
set forth in paragraph 54. To the extent paragraphk 54 states
legal conclusicne, no response is required.

55. President Clinton denics cach and every allegation
set forth in paragraph 55. To ‘the extent paragraph 55 states
legal conclusions, no response is required.

56. Presgident Clinten denies each and avery allegation
cel torth in paragraph 56. To the extent paragraph 56 states
lega} conclusions, no response is required.

57. President Clinton denies each and every allegation
set forth in paragraph 57. |

Count I: Deprivation of Constitutional Rights and
Brivileges (42 U.5,C. §.1983)

$8. President Clinton repeats and realleges his
angwers to the allegations appearing in paragraphs 1-57 as if
fully set forth herein. DPresident Clinton denies that he engaged
in any improper conduct or deprived plaintiff of amy constitu-
tional right or privilege protected under 42 U.S.C. § 1983, and
therefore denies each and every allegatien ser forth in para-
graphs 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64 and 65. To the extent plain-
11
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tiff alleges due process violations, these clairs were d:ismissed
by th; Court’'s Orders dated August 22, 1997 and November 24,
1997. Therefore, no yesponse is required. To the extent plain-
tiff alleges additional grounds for recovery. ¢.¢., an alleged
quid pro quo third party favoritism claim, an alleged hostile
environment third party favoritism claim or a First Amendment
elaimn, the Court rejected any separate cauce of actiorn for any
such claims by Order dated November 24, 1937. Therefore, no
regponse is requivred. To the extent paragraphs 58-65 state legal
conclusions, no response is required. ‘

Count IYs Conspiracy To Deprive Persons of Equal
Protection of the Laws (42 U.5.C, & 1985(3))

§9, President Clinton repcats and realleges his
answers to the allegations appearing in paragraphs 1-6% as if
fully set forth herein. President Clinton denies that he engaged
in a conspiracy to deprive plaintiff of any comstitutisnally
protected right, and therefore denies the allegations set forth
in paragraphs 66, €7, 68 and 6%. To the extent plaintiff alleges
due process violations, these claims were dismissed by the
Court's Orders dated August 22, 1937 and November 24, 193%7.
Therefore, no response is required. To the extent paragraphs 66-
69 state legal conclueions, no response is required.

Count IXI:s Intentional Infliction of Ewotional
trage

60. Precident Clinton repeats and realleges his
answers to the mllegations appearing in paragraphs 1-59 as if

fully set forth herein. President Clinton denies that he ‘engaged

12
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in any improper conduct with respsct to pla:ntiff or any conduct
intended to or which he koew was likely to inflict emotional
distress upon plaintiff, and therefore denjies the allegzation of
paragraphs 70, 71, 72, 73 and ‘4., To the extent paragraphs 70-74
state legal conclusions, no response is required.
arato J; ent

61. 7President Clinton repeats and realleges hise
answers to the allegations appearing in paragraphs 1-74 as if
fully eet forth herein. ‘President Clinton denies all of the
claims asserred in Counts I-11I, and therefore denies the allega-
tiorns appearing in paragraphs 7b, 76 and 77{a}l-{m}. To the
extent plaintiff seeks relief in the form of declaratory judg-
ment, the Court by Crder dated November 24, 1957 held that such
requegst for relief shall have oo effect. Therefore, nc responge
is required. Moreovey, to the extent plaintiff seeks declaratory
judgment for alleged First Amendment violations, or for alleged
vioclations cf the Equal Protection Clause based on alleged quid
pro gue third party favoritism or hostile envivonment third party
favoritism, such claimp have been rejected as separate causes of
anction by Order dated November 24, 1997. Therefore, no response
is required. To the extent plaintiff seeka a declaratory judg-
ment for alleged due procéss violations, such claims were dis-
missed by Orders dated August 22, 1997 and Novembef 24 1997.
Therefore, no response is required. To the extent plaintiff
ceexe a declaratory judgment for alleged violations of *28 U.5.C.
§ 1983" or *28 U.8.C. § 1%85(3}),* (paragraphs 77(c) & (g)} no

13
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such provisions exist, and therefore no response is required. To
the extent paragraphs 75-77(a)-(m} atate legal conclusions, no
response is required.

€2. To the extent any allegation set forth in the
Amended Cormplaint is not specifically answered above, it is
hereby denied.

AS TO PLAINTIFF'S REQURST FOR RELIEY

€3. President Clinton denies that plaintiff ie enti-
tled to any relief whatsoever in coonection with the Anended
Complaint. To the extent plaintiff seeks to recover costs. and
attormey’'s fees and expenses *"under 28 T.S.T, § 1988" :this
request must be rejected as no such provision awarding fees and
costs existe.

ARFIRMATIVE DEFENSES

President Clinton alleges the following attirmative
defenses to the allegations that he engaged in conduct violative
of federal or srate law, ‘ »

I IT

64. The Armended Complaint fails to state a claim upon

which relief may be granted.
BECOND APPIRNATIVE DEFENSE
65. Plaintiff’'es cause of action for intentional

infliciion of emotional distress is tire-barred.

14
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THIRD AFFIRNATIVE DRPENSE
66. Plaintiff’s claims are barred because she did not
incur any injury or damages cognizable at law.
FOURTE 3
€7. Plaintiff’'s injuries and damages, if any., were
caused by the acts of third persons, for which the President is
not responeible.
EIFTE AFPIRNATIVE DEFENIEK
68. Plaintiff'w injuries and damages, if any, were
caused by the acts of plaintiff and her reprasentatives. for
which the President is not responsible.
SIXTE AFFIRMATIVE DEVENSE
69, Plaintiff is not entitled to punitive damages

under the applicable law.

15
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Wherefore, Pres

=he Amended Complaint be

ident Clinton respectfully requests that

dismissed with prejudice and that this

Court enter judgrent ir his favor and grant such other reiief as

the Court deems ius: and

Dated: December_D_fL. 189

proper.
Respectfully submitted,

o/ ¥

Robert S. Bennett, Esq.

Carl §. Rauh, .

Mitchell S. Ettinger, Esq.

Aay Sabric, Esq.

Katharine §. Sexton, Esg.

Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher
& Flom LLP

1140 New York Avcnuc, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 2000S-2112

{202) 371-7000

Kathlyn Graves, Esq.

Wright, Lindsey & Jennings

200 West Capitol Avenue

Suite 2200

Little Rock, Arkansas 72201-3699
{501) 371-0808

Stephen Engstreom, Ssq.

Wilson, Engstrom, Corum, Dudley
& Coulter

809 West Third Street

£.0. Boex 71

Little Rock, Arkansas 72202

(501) 375-6453

Counsel to
President William J. Clinton
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FI ERVIC

1 hereby certify that on the {7 day of Cecenm-
ber, 19%7, a true and correct copy of President Clinton's
Answer to the First Amended Complaint was served via
Federal Bxpress and first class United States Mail post-
age prepaid to:

éill ¥. Bristow, Esg.

216 Bast Washington

Jonesboro, Arkangas 72401
Donovan Campbell, Jr., Bsq.
Rader, Campbell, Fisher & Pyke
Stemmongs Place, Suite 1C8B0

2777 Stemmons Preeway
Dallas, Texas 75207

Kathiyn Graves, Esg.
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EXHIBIT 11
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JMDER SEAL - RETURN v VAULI
Mnited States Qourt of Appeals

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT

UNDER SEAL
Filed May 26, 1998
No. 98-3052

INRE: SEALED CASE

Consolidated with
Nos. 98-3053 & 98-3059

Appeals from the United States District Court
for the District of Columbia
(98ms00068)

Nathaniel H. Speights filed the briefs for appellant Monica Lewinsky.
Charles J. Oglerree, Jr. filed the briefs for appellant Francis D. Carter, Esq.

Robert J. Bittman, Deputy Independent Counsel, filed the briefs for cross-
appellant the United States.

Before: GINSBURG, RANDOLPH, and TATEL, Circuit Judges.
Opinion for the Court filed by Circuit Judge RANDOLPH.
RANDOLPH, Circuit Judge: In 1997, Monica S. Lewinsky, a former White

House intern, received a subpoena to produce items and to testify in Paula Jones v.



280 VOL. I: PRELIMINARY PROCEEDINGS
-2-
Court for the Eastern District of Arkansas. The subpoena requested, among other
things, documents relating to an alleged relationship between President Clinton and
Lewinsky and any gifts the President may have given her. Lewinsky retained Francis
D. Carter, Esq., to represent her regarding the subpoena.

Carter drafted an affidavit for Lewinsky, which she signed under penalty of
perjury. The affidavit, submitted to the Arkansas district court as an exhibit to
Lewinsky’s motion to quash the subpoena, states in relevant pax"t\:

I have never had a sexual relationship with the President, [and] he did

not propose that we have a sexual relationship . . .. The occasions that

I saw the President after I left my employment at the White House in

April, 1996, were official receptions, formal functions or events related

to the U.S. Department of Defense, where 1 was working at the time.

There were other people present on those occasions.

On January 16, 1998, at the request of the Artorney General, a Special Division
of this Court expanded the jurisdiction of the Office of Independent Counsel to
include “authority to investigate . . . whether Monica Lewinsky or others suborned
perjury, rr;bstructed justice, intimidated witnesses, or otherwise violated federal law
... in dealing with witnesses, potential withesses, attorneys, or others concerning the
civil case Jones v. Clinton.” Order of the Special Division, Jan. 16, 1998. On

Februaky 2 and 9, 1998, as part of that investigation, a grand jury issued subpoenas

to Carter, the first for documents and other items. the second for his testimony. Carter
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moved to quash the subpoenas, contending, infer alia, that the documents, testimony,
and other items sought were prétected from disclosure by the attorney-client
privilege, the work-product privilege, and Lewinsky's Fifth Amendment privilege
against self-incrimination. Lewinsky, as the real-pany-in-intcrest,‘ filed a response
in support of Carter's motion. The United States opposed the motion, arguing among
other things that the crime-fraud exception vitiated any claims of attorney-client or
work-product privilege and that the Fifth Amendment did not bar production of the
requested materiais. The district court ordered Carter to comply with the two grand
jury subpoenas except to the extent that compliance would “call for him to disclose
materials in his possession that may not be revealed without violating Monica S.
Lewinsky’s Fifth Amendment rights.”

Carter and Lewinsky argue in separate appeals that the district court erred in
rejecting their motions to quash the grand jury subpoenas in their entirety. Inits
cross-appeal, the United States, through the Office of Independent Counsel, claims
that the Fifth Amendment does not bar production of any of the materials the grand
iury subpoenaed from Carter.

We dismiss Carter’s appeal for want of jurisdiction. Well-setﬂe& law dictates
that “one to whom a subpoena is directed may not appeal the denial of a motion to

quash that subpoena but must either obey its commands or refuse to do so and contest

281
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the validity of the subpoena if he is subsequently cited for contempt on account of his
. failure to obey.” United States v. Ryan, 402 U.S. 530, 532 (1971); see Cobbledick v.
Uni?ed States, 309 U.S. 323, 328 (1940); In re Sealed Case, 107F.3d 46, 48 n.1 (D.C.
Cir. 1997). Rather than risking contemﬁt, Carter has sworn that he will comply with
the subpoenas if ordered to do so.! ‘

- Our jurisdiction over Lewinsky's appeal is another matter. Lewinsky is the
holder of the privilege. Given Carter’s swomn declaration that he will give testimony
if ordered, she is entitled to appeal the district court’s ruling rejecting Carter’s
assertion of the privilege. See /n re Sealed Case, 107 F3dat4gn.l.

The district court held that the crime-fraud exception to the attorney-client
privilege applied. After reviewing the government’s in camera submission, the court
found that “Ms. Lewinsky consulted Mr. Carter for the purpose of committing petjury
and obstructing justice and used the material he prepared for her for the purpose of

committing perjury and obstructing justice.” Lewinsky tells us she could not have

! In addition to adopting Lewinsky’s arguments regarding the crime-fraud
exception, Carter claims that the subpoenas are overbroad, unreasonable, and
oppressive and that the district court's reliance on the Independent Counsel’s ex parte
submissions in enforcing the subpoenas violated due process. Contrary to Carter’s
contsntion, the issues he seeks to present are thus neither “virtually identical” to, nor
“inextricably intertwined” with, those Lewinsky raises.

? The district court did not find, nor did the Independent Counsel suggest, any
impropriety by Carter.
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committed either crime: the government could not establish perjury because her
denial of having had a “sexual relationship” with President Clinton was not
“material” to the Arkansas proceedings within the meaning of 18 U.S.C. § 1623(a);
and her affidavit containing this denial could not have constituted a “corruptf] . . .
endeavor{] to influence” the Arkansas district court within the meaning of 18 U.S.C.
§ 1503. Both of Lewinsky's propositions rely on the Arkansas district court’s ruling
on January 30, 1998, after Lewinsky had filed her affidavit, that although evidence
concerning Lewinsky might be relevant, it would be excluded from the civil case
under FED. R. EVID. 403 as unduly prejudicial, “not essential to the core issues in
th{e] case,” and to prevent undue delay resulting from the Independent Counsel's
investigation.’

A statement is “material™ if it “has a natural tendency to influence, or was
capable of influencing, the decision of the tribunal in making a [particular]
determination.” United States v. Barrett, 111 F.3d 947, 953 (D.C. Cir.), cert. denied,
118 S. Ct. 176 (1997). The “central object” of any materiality inquiry is “whether the

misrepresentation or concealment was predictably capable of affecting, i.e., had a

3 Lewinsky does not appear to contest directly the district court’s finding that
she made one or more false statements in her swomn affidavit. Even so, we have
independently reviewed the in camera materials considered by the district court and
conclude that sufficient evidence existed to support the court’s finding.
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natural tendency to affect, the official decision.” Kungys v. United States, 485 U.S.
©759, 771 (1988). Lewinsky used the statement in her affidavit, quoted above, to

support her motion to quash the subpoena issued in the discovery phase of the
Arkansas litigétion. District courts faced with such motions must decide whether the
testimony or material sought is reasonably calculated to lead to admissible evidence
and, if so, whether the need for the testimony, its probative value, the nature and
importance of the litigation, and similar factors outweigh any burden enforcement of
the subpoena might impose. See FED. R. CIv. P. 26(b)(1), 45(c)(3XA)Xiv); Linder v.
Department of Defense, 133 F.3d 17, 24 (D.C. Cir. 1998); see generally 9A CHARLES
ALAN WRIGHT & ARTHUR R. MILLER, FEDERAL PRACTICE AND PROCEPURE § 2459
(2d ed. 1995). There can be no doubt that Lewinsky's statements in her affidavit
were — in the words of Kungys v. United States - “predictably capable of affecting”
this decision. She executed and filed her affidavit for this very purpose.

As o obstruction of justice, 18 U.S.C. § 1503 is satisfied whenever a person,
with the “intent to influence judicial or grand jury proceedings,” takes actions having
the “natural and probable effect” of doing so. United States v. Aguilar, 515 U.S. 593,
600 (1995) (citations and quotation marks omitted); see Unired States v. Russo, 104
F.3d 431, 435-36 (D.C. Cir. 1997). Our review of the in camera materials on which

the district court based its decision convinces us that the government sufficiently
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established the elements of a violation of § 1503. That is, the government offered
“evidence that if believed by the trier of fact would establish the elements of” the
crime of obstruction of justice. In re Sealed Case, 107 F.3d at 50 (citation and
quotation marks omitted); see /n re Sealed Case, 754 F.2d 395, 399-400 (D.C. Cir.
1985) (same).

Lewinsky maintains that the district court erred in treating, as admissible for
in camera review, transcripts of taped conversations between Lewinsky and Linda
Tripp. She relies on the following statement in Unired States v. Zolin, 491 U.S. 554,
575 (1989): “the threshold showing to obtain in camera review may be met by using
any relevant evidence, lawfully obtained, that has not been adjudicated to be
privileged.” Zolin, and the statement just quoted, dealt with a rather different
problem than the one presented here. Sometimes a party seeking to overcome the
privilege by invoking the crime-fraud exception asks the district court to examine in
camera the privileged material to determine whether it provides evidence of a crime.
The issue Zolin addressed is under what circumstances a district court should
undertake such in camera review. Zolin'’s answer, as the quotation indicates, was that
the court should do so only when there has been a threshold showing through
evidence lawfully obtained. See In re Grand Jury Proceedings, 33 F.3d 342,350 (4th

Cir. 1994). In this case, the district court reviewed in camera not the allegedly
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privileged material, but other evidence intended to establish that the crime-fraud
exception applied. In any event, even if Zolin applied, Lewinsky gains nothing from
the decision. She maintains that the Tripp tapes were not “lawfully obtained” and
therefore should not have been considered in camera. But the government satisfied
its burden wholly apart from the Tripp tapes. Other government evidence --
consisting of grand jury testimony and documents - established that the crime-fraud
exception applied. Because that other evidence, if believed by the trier of fact,
combined with the circumstances under which Lewinsky retained Carter, would
establish the elements of the crime-fraud exception, there is no reason for us to
consider her arguxnex;xts about the tapes.*

Lewinsky raises other cbjections to the district court’s decision, including the
argument that production of the subpoenaed materials would violate her Fifth

Amendment privilege against self-incrimination. Our resolution of the cross-appeal,

* Lewinsky's brief suggests, in a short passage, that other evidence obtained by
the grand jury is tainted by the alleged illegality of the Tripp tapes. United States v.
Callandra, 414 U.S. 338 (1974), refused to extend the exclusionary rule - and hence
doctrines such as the fruit-of-the-poisonous-tree -- to grand jury proceedings. No
grand jury witness may refuse to answer questions on the ground that the questions
are based on illegally obtained evidence. See 414 U.S. at 353-55. 1t follows that

regardless of the legality of the Tripp tapes, the grand jury did not unlawfully obtain
the other evidence presented to the district court in camera.
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discussed next, disposes of that claim. As to the remainder of Lewinsky’s arguments.
we have accorded each of them full consideration and conclude that none has merit.|
_ This brings us to the Independent Counsel's cross-appeal. The distict court
ruled that compelling Carter to produce materials his client gave him would violate
Lewinsky’s Fifth Amendment privilege because it would compel her to admit the
materials exist and had been in her possession. The Supreme Court foreclosed that
line of reasoning in Fisher v. United States, 425 U.S. 391 (1976). Documents
transferred from the accused to his artorney are “obtainable without personal
compulsion on the accused,” and hence the accused's “Fifth Amendment privilege is
.. . not violated by enforcement of the [subpoena] directed toward [his] attorneys.
This is true whether or not the Amendment would have barred a subpoena directing
the (accused] to produce the documents while they were in his hands.” Id. at 398,

397; see also Couch v. United States, 309 U.S. 322,328 (1973).
Regardless whether Lewinsky herself would have been able tc invoke her Fifth
Amendment privilege, but see Andresen v. Marviand, 427 U.S. 463, 473-74 (1976).

the district court’s refusal to order full compliance with the subpoenas could be

* In her reply brief, Lewinsky argues for first time that the district court should
have permitted her to examine the material the court reviewed in camera. This

argument comes too late to be considered. See Rollins Envil. Servs. (NJ) Inc. v. EPA,
937 F.2d 649, 652 n.2 (D.C. Cir. 1991).
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sustained only if the materials sought fell under a valid claim of attorney=lient
privilege. See Fisher, 425 U.S. at 403-05; see also In re Feldberg, 862 F.2d 622, 629
(7th Cir. 1988). But the district court held, correctly, that no valid attorney-client
privilege existed. Under Fisher, the district court therefore should have denied the
motions to quash in their entirety.®

Accordingly, we affirm in part and reverse in part the order of the district court
and remand the case for proceedings consistent with this opinion. No. 98-3053 is
dismissed. The mandate shall issue seven days after the date of this opinion. See
FED.R. APP. P. 41(a); D.C. CRR. R. 41{a)(1); Johnson v. Bechtel Assocs. Prof’l. Corp.,
801 F.2d 412, 415 (D.C. Cir. 1986); Public Citizen Health 'Researjch Group v.

Auchter, 702 F.2d 1150, 1159 n.31 (D.C. Cir. 1983).

So ordered.

® Asrespondent in the cross-appeal, Carter makes additional arguments against
the applicability of the crime-fraud exception. But because the only issue in the
cross-appeal is the applicability of the Fifth Amendment, Canter may not use the
cross-appeal to press arguments we will not consider in his direct appeal. See Grimes
v. District of Columbia, 836 F.2d 647, 651-52 (D.C. Cir. 1988).
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UNULIL QLAL ~RLIURY 0o FnuLt = 4
, Ynited States Court nf—_:a:pgwlsﬁ_.“ 6.3 /%8 g
FOR THE DISTRICT 0F Cotumata ClRauur. 558 £ EM Ve e
| ATIACKEDE __ Aweting Drder

. 1
| Bl

| — :;a:v:u;n osts |
No. 98-30562 ‘ September Term, 1997 J

98ms00068

Inre: Séaled Case; No. 98-3052

UNITED STATES CQURT OF APP ‘
FOR DISTRICT OF COLUMEA tReu | -

Consolidated wilh 98-3053, 953058 ;
: MAY 261098

CLERK

BEFORE: Ginsburg, Randoiph and Tatel, Circuit Judges

JUDGMENT

These causes came on to be heard on the record on appeal from the United States District
Court for the District of Columbia and were argued by counsel. On consideration thereof, it'is

ORDERED and ADJUDGED, by the Court, that the judgment of the District Court
appealed from in these causes is hereby affirmed in part and reversed in part in Nos 98.3052 and
98-3039, and the cases are remanded. and No 98-3053 is dismissed, all in accordance with the
opinson for the Cour filed herein this date

Per Curiam

FOR THE COURT:
Mark J. Langer, Clerk

5"%«{@&,,_,_.
Linda Jones 7
Deputy Clerk

Date: May 26, 1998
Qpinion for the Court filed by Circunt Judge Randolph.
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1. My name is Jane Doe #& . I am 24 years old and I
currently reside at 700 New Eampshire Avenue, N.W., Washington,
D.C. 20037.

2. On December 19, 1997, I was served with a subpoena
from the plaintiff to give a depdsition and to produce documents in
the lawsuit filed by Paula Corbin Jones against President William
Jefferson Clinton and Danny Ferguson.

3. I can not fathom any reason that the plaintiff would
seek information from me for her case.

4. I have never met Ms. Jomes, nor do I have any
information regarding the events ghe alleges occurred at the
Excelsior Hotel on May B, 1991 or any other information concerning
any of the allegations in her case.

S. I worked at the White House in the summer of 1995 as
a White House intern. Beginning in December, 1995, I worked in the
Office of Llegislative Affairs as a staff assistant for
correspondence. In April, 1996, I accepted a job as assistant to
the Assistant Secretary for Public Affairs at the U.S. Department
of Defense. I maintained that job until December 26, 1997. I am
currently unemployed but seeking a new job.

6. In the course of my employment at the White House I
met President Clinton several times. I also saw the President at a

number of - social functions held at the White House. When I worked
as an intern, he appeared at occasional functions attended by me
and several other interns. The correspondence I drafted while I
worked at the 0ffice of legislative Affairs was seen and edited by
supervisors who either had the President’s signature affixed by

mechanism or, I believe, had the Pregsident sign the correspondence
itself.

7. I have the utmost respect for the President who has
always behaved appropriately in my presence.

. 8. I have never had a sexual relationship with the
President, he did not propose that we have a sexual relationship,
he did not offer me employment or other benefits in exchange for a
sexual relationship, he did not deny me employment or other
benefits for rejecting a sexual relationship. .I do not know of any

845-DC-00000634
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other person who had a sexual relationship with the Presiden:, wa:
offered employment or other benefits in exchange for a sexua’
relationship, or was denied employment or other benefits fo-
rejecting a sexual relationship. The occasions that I saw the
President after I left my employment at the White House in Apri],
1996, were official receptions, formal functions or events relatec
to the U.S. Department of Defense, where I was working at the time.
There were other people present on those occasions.

S. Since I do not possess any information that coulc
posszbly be relevant to the allegations made by Paula Jones or leac
to admissible evidence in this case, I asked my attorney to provide
this affidavit to plaintiff‘s counsel. Reguiring wy deposition ir
this matter would cause disruption to my life, especially since I
am looking for employment, unwarranted attorney’s fees and costs,
and constitute an invasion of my right to privacy.

I declare under the penalty of perjury that the foregoing
is true and correct.

Winued 8.

MONICA S. LEWINSKY

* 845-DC-D000DE3S
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'l DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, ss:
i

' MONICA S. LEWINSKY, being £irst duly sworm on oath

according to law, deposes and says that ahe has read the foregoing
AFFIDAVIT OF JANE DOE # (b by her subscribed, that the matners;

stated herein are true to the best of her information, knowledge"z

and belief. i
; MONICA S. LEWINSKY = ;
‘ N
: -
i 'j s&smmmm@tebefonuthishw day of

: CLPLYL . 1998,

-

NOTARY C, D.C.
My Commission

—

o8

849-DC-00000636

“3- '



294 VOL. I: PRELIMINARY PROCEEDINGS

EXHIBIT 13



APPENDIX TO TRIAL MEMORANDUM OF HOUSE 295

Pauln Jones v. William Jeflerson Clinton and Darory Ferguson
No. LR-C-94.290 (ED. Ark)

DEPOSITION OF WILLIAM JEFFERSON CLINTON

Definition of Sexual Relations

For the parposes ofthisdepoﬁﬁun,apusanmmsh“smlrdzﬁms'
when the person knowingly engages in or canses - '

(1)) camtact with the genitalis, zms, groin, breast, imer thigh, or buttocks
of any wi:h:nhamomorgmﬂ‘yﬂxgxnaldsinofmypm

{2) contact between any part of the person’s body or a0 object and the
genitals or anns of another person; or

(3) comtact between the genitals or s of the person and any part of
another person’s body.

“Comtact™ means intentional touching, either directly or through clothing.

$45-DC-000005%5
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e

7/ Andrew J. Scout
01/20/98 10:55:10 AM

Recore Type Record

To See the distnbution kst at the bottom of this message

cz. azam.carstens@mail. house.gov
Subject: DRUDGE-REPORT-EXCLUSIVE 1/18/98

SEX -o-- LIES ---- Videotape?

Al some point, whether now or after the histonans get to him, this guy is going down.

e drudge@drudgereport.com
01/17/88 11:27.00 PM

Rezorg Tyse: Recorg
Te. Andrew J Scott@EOP

Subrest- DAUDGE-REPORT-EXCLUSIVE 11838

XXXXX DAUDGE REPORT XXXXX 06.11 UTC SUN JAN 18 1898 XXXXX

K KILLS STORY ON WHKITE HOUSE INTERN

8L.CCKBUSTER REPORT: 23-YEAR OLD, FORMER WHITE HOUSE INTERN, SEX
RELATIONSHIP WITH PRESIDENT

° *World Exciusive** V006-DC-00003772

* *Must Credit the DRUDGE REPORT**

At the las: rrunute. 31 6 p.m. on Saturday evening, NEWSWEEK magazine killec
a si0fy tnat was gestined 10 shake olficial Wasmington to its foungation: A
Whete House intern carned on 2 sexud) attar with the President of the

Uniteg States!

Tne DRUDGE REPORT has learned that reporter Michael isikot! developed the
story of hus career, only 10 have 1t spiked by top NEWSWEEK suits hours
petore publication. A young woman, 23. sexually involved with the love of
her hie. the President of the United States, since she was 3 21-year-old

intern 3t the White House. She was a frequent visitor to a small study just n 1 o
ott tne Oval Oihlce wh:le she claims 10 have indulged the president’s sexual \;‘Pgu\glghnsﬂg?‘m'nu

preierence  Reporis of the relationship spread in White House quarters and
sfie was moved 10 a job al the Pentagon, where she worked until last week.
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The young intern wrote long love ietters 1o Presigent Clinton, wh.cr she
dehivered througn 3 dehivery service. She was 2 ‘requen: visito* a: the

White House atter midnight, wnere she checkes in the WAVE logs as vis.ting a
secretary named Betty Curry, 57.

The DRUDGE REPORT has learned that tapes ©° intimate phone conversations ex s:

The relationship detween the president and the young woman become s:rained
when the presioent beheved that the young vvoman was bragging to others
about the affair. -

NEWSWEEK and Isikot! were planning 10 name the woman. Word of the story's
impeding release caused bing chaos in medis circles: TIME magazine spent
Saturday scrambling for its own version of the story, the DRUDGE REPORT has
learned. The NEW YORK POST on Suncay was set to-tront the young intern's
aftasr, but was torced to fall back on the dated ABC NEWS Kathleen Wiiley break

The story was set 1o break just hours after Pres:dent Clinton testified in
the Paula Jones sexual harsssment case.

tronically, several years ago, it was Isikoff that tound himself in a

shouting Maich with editors who were refusing to publish even a poruon of

his meticulously researched investigative report that was to break Paula

Jones. Isikoff worked for the WASHINGTON POST at the ume. and ieft shortly
after the incident 10 build them for the paper’s sister magazine, NEWSWEEK.

Michael Isikotf was not available for comment 1ate Saturday. NEVWSWESK was
on voice mail.

Trne White House was busy checking the DRUDGE REPORT for getais

Deveooing..

Saec by Ma: Druage

Tne REPORT 1s moved when circumstances warrant
RIID swww grudgerepori.com t{or breaks
tc)DRUDGE REPORT 1998 .

Not tor reoroduction without permission of the author

VO006-DC-00003773

e
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

September 4, 1998
Via Hand Deli

Julie Corcoran, Esq.

Office of the Independenit Counsel
Suite 490 North

1001 Pennsylvania Ave, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20004

Dear Julie:

I am enclosing additional documents from the Counsel's Office that are responsive
to your Subpoena D1512. These documents bear bates numbers S 020780 - $020799. As you
and Mr. Crane know, a number of the individuals who may bave responsive documents are on
vacation or are gravelling with the President. [ will attempt to gather and produce any remaining
documents responsive to this request early next week. Mr. Crane asked specifically about
documents from Ms. Lewis. She is out of the Office, but her staff has indicated she bas no
responsive documents. I will confirm this with her when she retums.

1 trust that your office will treat the enclosed information as confidential and
entitled to all protection actorded by law, including Federal Rule of Criminal Procedure 6(e), to
documents subpoenaed by a federal grand jury. If you have any questions, [ can be reached at
(202) 456-7804.

Sincerel

elie Pelerson
Associate Counsel to the President
Enclosures

1512-DC-00000018
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Talking Points
January 24, 1998

Siven all the events of the last week, don’t you believe the President owes the American
eople an explanation_ of his relationship and activities with respect to Ms. Lewinsky?

The President has given the American people the answer to the most important questions:
he did not have a sexual relationship with Ms. Lewinsky and he never asked anyone to do
anything buttell the truth. There is an investigation on-going and the President is
cooperating with that investigation. However, given the climate and types of
investigative techniques being used, it is only when the investigation has concluded and
the President has been exonerated, that he can address the specific questions you may
have.

There are reports that Ms. in a n granted full immuni . St
exchange for testimony that she had oral sex with the ident, but that he did not te!
her to lie to subom perjury. the President de: er testimony?

if those reports are true, then he certainly denies that he ever had oral sex with Ms.
Lewinsky. :

What acts does the President believe constitute a sexual relationship?

| can't believe we're on national television discussing this. {am not about to engage in
an “act-by-act” discussion of what constitutes a sexual relationship.

Well. for example, Ms. Lewinsky is on tape indicating that the President does not believe
oral sex is adultery. Would oral sex. to the President, constitute a sexual relationship?

Of course it would.
Would touching designed 10 bring about an orgasm constitute a sexual retationship?
Look. I'm not going down this road becausc soon you'll be asking me whether hugging

somcone is constitutes sex and the President will be having sex with everyone in
Amenca

When do vou expect the President 1o explam or at lcast describe the nature of lus
iolationship with Mg Lewinsky?

Lcon Thinow, hut let s remember the President has e o
S Ms Lowimnaby - that hie did not have asesta seba
pask her o e And hie will cooperate witly the o

sortant queshions
~her and that he dic

00N 1 oves

1512-DC-0000C

S 02t
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ned has with v, 30 ne
isan W y at Jeast 5} ident’s retationship with Ms

I'm sure they had a friendly relationship.

What w; t ) i . ionshin wi _Currie and how frequentl

id she gee her?

We're not going to get in the business of addressing some but not other questions. There
is an on-going investigation and given the types of investigative techniques, we simply
will not be in a position to address these questions until it is complete.

ﬁ%“p&?m 1512-DC-00000038

5 020799
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Copr. (C) West 1998 No Claim te Orig. U.S. Govt. Works

./25/98 LATIMES Al
1/25/98 L.A. Times Al
1998 WL 2392128

I.bs .angeles Timesa
Copyright 1998 / The Times Mirror Company

Sunday, January 25, 1898
Na'.icnal Desk

CLINTON UNDER FIRE Clintem Enlists Kantor, Offers Specifi¢ Denial
ELIZABETH SHOGREN; RICIARD A. SERRANO; DAVID WILLMAN
TIMES STAPF WRITERS

WASHINGTON -- President C.inton stepped up his defense against
allegations of gexual misconcuct, recruiting veteran political
warrior and longtime advisor Mickey Kantor to become his personal
counsel and signing off Satuwiday on a set of “talking points" for
aides that significantly amp. ify his denial of a sexual
relationship with a White Hoise interm.

The president "certainly denies that he ever had oral sex" with
24-year-old former intern Morica $. Lewinsky, according to the
memo to be used by his defencers. Lewinsky herself, in a sworm
statement, has denied having a sexual relationship with Clinton.
In telephone conversations s¢cretly tape-recorded by a friend,
however, lewinsky reportedly said they had oral sex. The
president's previous denials were viewed by some as being worded
artfully sco that they might exclude oral sex.

approval of the talking pcints may be an early sign of the
counterattack that asome Clintom advisors hope Kantor will help
the White House launch after a week of near-paralysis.

Kantcor, who began helping the White House late Friday and
cortinued to meet with aides there on Saturday, played a key role
in devising the response that paved Cliptan's 1992 bid for the
presidency when nightclub sirger Gennifer Flowers accused the
then-Arkansas governor of sexual impropriety. And it is Kantor's
political savvy, more than his legal expertise, that will be
tested now.

In the tumultuous week sinc: independent counsel Renneth W.
Starr began investigating claims that Lewinsky was involved
sexually with Clinton, the White House has seen its positicn
steadily ercde. Aides, hobblel by legal concerns and unsure about
the facts, have been unable t> counterattack.

“And, as senior administratiosn officials noted bitterly on
Saturday, efforts to persuade congressional or other prominent
Democrats to speak out for Clintom have almost uniformly failed.
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irdeed, Clinton's own former chief of staff, Leon E. Panetta,
publicly suggested it might oe bast for Vice President Al Gore to
take over if the allegations prove true.

What Othey Developments Disclose

Against this darkening baccground, there werxe these other
davelopmente:

* Lewinsky's lawyer, Willism Ginsbury, said negotiations with
Srarr's office are at a stanistill. Qinsburyg demanded "complete
immunity*® from prosecution b:fore Lewinsky will cooperate with
the investigation intc possisle perjury, obstruction of justice
or other criminal wrongdeing by Clinten.

“that‘s wy line in the sani,® he said.

* New excerpts of Linda Iripp's tapes of Lewinsky, released by
Newsweek magazine, show the :wo women discussing Lewinsky's plan
to lie about hexr relations with Clintem, as well as pressures she
was under to cover it up.

* Television film was uneacthed showing Clintmn surrounded by
voters at an outdoor rally i1 November 1996, with a broadly
suiling Lewinsky standing rizht in front of him and then leaning
forward for a presidential esbrace.

* Afrer a debate over tactics, the White House decided not to
aveid today's television tal: shows but instead to send three
politically criented aides, ahm Emanuel, Pzul Begala and Ann
Lewis, before the cameras to defend the president.

The decision to bring Kant r onto the team reflecced a
realization by Clinton and h.s inner circle that events, and with
chem public opinion, were ou:running their =fforts to protect
themselves.

¥or only was almost no proilinent figure rising vigorously to
the president's defense, but the torrent of leaks about the
supposed pature of Clinten's alleged relationship with Lewinsky
wag s¢ shocking that by Saturday, talk of impeachment and
resignation was commonplace. "There's nobody for him,* one
veteran Democratic operative said, reflecting the pervasive
gleom. "Even Nixeon had a few pesple for him at the engd.”

. Tacitly acknowledging the :lownward glide and the difficulty in
arresting it, Rep. Charles B Rangel {(D-N.Y.} said: "When the

president has not more vigornusly challenged those who make these
aliegations but apeaks in te:ms of legal jargon, it creates a bad
gituation.* ’

Said a senior administration official: "We are dealing with a
rapidly moving legal situation caused by an extremely aggressive
independent counsel. To some extent, the press is moving this
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story faster than it is pcsaible for us to respond to.* .

It was not just the speed of press revelations that hampered
the White House.

While his lawysers urged caution from the beaginning, Clinton's
political advisors, at first, arguad for prompt disclosure of all
the facte--taking it for granted that Clintom, a5 he had so ofven
in the past, could make his case successfully to the public.

Only gradually have gome senior aides come to realize thar such
a press conference or other public appearance might not be
feasible.

"The political people axr: catching up with the legal people
apout the factp, and they :secognize that the facts may be such
that it weuld be better to wait and see what develops before he
goes out* in public, one s:inior official said later Saturday.

The talking peoints repreiented a middle ground.

Members of the White Houile staff had been working for several
days to draft the detailed set of authorized answers
adminiscration officials and other defenders could give to
questions about the mattex

In general, they affirm “he president's contention that “there
wag no improper relationsh.p” with Lewinsky. But they deal
specifically with oral sex because some skeptics have suggested
Clinton, in effect, had hi:; fingers crossed in his earlier
denials because--it was suggested--he does not believe having
oral sex congtitutes a sexual velationship.

Bringing Kantor aboard, s Clinton did with a face-to-face
appeal at the White House, is seen by some aides as an even more
important sign that the Wh:te House is finally beginning to
marshal its rassources.

“They trust and like him on a personal level and know that he
is savvy. He's been thexe for the president for most of his
political life,® a kmowled¢eable official said.

Moreover, making Kantor : personal lawyer instead of a White
House aide helps the Clintene deal with ancther problem: lLegally,
members of the White House staff can be compelled to reveal what
they have heard from the president, even if the aideg are
lawyers.

Thus, at least some senicr aides have been reluctant to talk
candidly with Clinton for fear they might be subpoenaed by Starr.
And Clinton's legal team, though protected by lawyer-client
privilege, lacks the political experience to advize him on that
aspect of the issue.
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Kantor, as a private lawy'r witl years of political experience,
can bridge the gap.

wWhether Kantor can find a rabbit in the hat again remains to be
seen, but by Saturday night the mood inside the White House was
more hopeful.

*I've had a lot of expericnce with these kinds of things, and
this is one of ths nastiest ™ an advisor said, but *I think we'se
going forward now, and forwnrd direction is a lot better.® :

Talks Stalled, Lawyer for Luawinsky Says

Ginsbure, Lewinsky's lawyer said negotiations with the
independent counsel’'s offict: are stalled, though he has continued
to seek ways to restart the talke.

If his eclient does not receive *complete immunity,® he said,
she will exercise her Sth Arendment protection against self-
inerimination if called befcre a federal grand jury Tussday, as
she is scheduled to do.

"rhe clock is ticking,® Gingburg said, " . |, , But I need a
promise not to progecutse.”

For his part, the indepencent counsel appeared unwilling to
vield on his demand that Levinsky submit a detailed proffer,
sumnarizing what she is willing to say under ocath before immunicy
is proaised.

"There has been no deal,” said one source. We're not on the
same page."

Ginsbury said he believes Starr's office is hesitant about
granting her immunity because of earlier problems with potential
prosecution witnesses in the past.

Ginsburg peointed to former Department of Justice official and
Clinton confidant Webster L. Hubbell and former Whitewater real
estate partner Susan McDougal, both ©f whom initially agreed to
help Starr‘'s office, but in the end did not present damaging
testimony against C¢linton.

“Starr and his office are ifraid that they will be burned
chrice, " Ginsburg said. "Web> Hubbell and Susan McDougal went
south, or sour, on him and did not participate. 5o he is
concerped that he will get birned again.~

Avrorney Describes Apartment Search

¢insburg described in detail a search and seizure of lLewinsky's
propexty from hex Watergate ipartment on Thursday. He said the
search, to which Lewinsky voluntarily consented, lasted two
hours. Lewinsky anod her moth:ir were both present.
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*The federal agents knockei on the door and the girls said,
'Good morning,' and they had coffee and cakes laid out,* he said.
*They [the agents] were very courtecus. They went room by room,
and they didn’t tear anythinj apast.” .

Taken were her computer, s:veral dresses and at least one dark-
colored pantsuit. Alsc seizel were gifts Lewinsky allegedly had
received from the president and other White House staffers, such
as a T-shirc, a bhatpin and a book .of Walt Whitman poetry. s
Regarding the dresses, Ginsbirg said he assumed that agents were
looking for any signs of Cliiton's semen. There has been
speculation that semen on Levinsky's clothing could be used to
egtablish a DNA link to Clim:iom.

Ginsburg said he had no kniwledge of any :tainedk dresses.

*I‘'m not aware of it,* he .1aid. *And if such a thing eximted,
you wouldn't think my client would have had her dress cleaned
after she had sex?"

The lawyer also sharply deniied reports that he and Lewinsky
curned down an offer of immunity from Sctarr's office shortly
after she was confronted witi: the tape-recordings at a meeting at
the Rirz-Carliten hotel in Ar.ington, Va.

Mesanwhile, Ginsburg said Luowinsky continuess to be racked by the
allegations surrounding her, and that she also feels betrayed by
Tripp, the friend whe made tle tipe recordings.

“Monica’s agenda is to unruin ber life, to bring it into
equilibrium and balance agaii., and to avoid a felony conviction
and aveid jail.®*

Regarding Tripp. Ginsburg :aid: "Monica is angry. She feels
betrayed. She doesn’'t understand, nor do I. What did Linda Tripp
get? What's har motive?”

»

Times staff writers Jack Nelson, Jonathan Peverson; Alan C.
Miller, Jane Hall and Richarc T. Cooper contributed to this
StoOrYy.

TASBULAR OR GRAPHIC MATERIAL {ET PORTH IN THIS DOCUMENT IS NOT
DISPLAYABLE

PROTD: Fresident Clintom hugs a woman identified as Monice §.
Lewinsky during a rally in Ncvember 1956.; PHOTOGRAPHER: CNN
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MICKEY; PRESIDENT (U.S5.1: GOVERNMENT MISCONDUCT; UNITED STATES --
GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS; UNITED STATES -+~ GOVERNMENT EMPLOYERS;
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LAW CFFICES
WILLIAMS & CONNOLLY
225 TWELFTH STREZT, N.w.
WASHINCTON, D. C. 20005-590i ATWARD BENME T WILLIAKS 40N jona,
DAVID £ KENDALL (202) 434-5000 ALl A COMNOLLT (1927 1o e

(202 434-5145 FAX (202) 434-5029

November 27, 1998

The Honorable Henry J. Hyde
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary
United States House of Representatives
2138 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515-6216

By Hand

Dear Chairman Hyde:

We submit herewith responses by the President to the 81 requests for
admission that we received on November 5. 1998.

In an effort to be of assistance to the Committee and to provide as
much information as possible, we have treated vour requests as questions and
responded accordingly.

As you know, the President has answered a great many of these
questions previously. Where that is the case. we have simply referenced the
answers that have been previously given and, in some instances. supplemented
those answers.

I want to emphasize again the point I made in the Prcliminary
Memorandum we submitted to the Committee more than two months ago: the
President did not commit or suborn perjury, tamper with witnesses, obstruct justice
or abuse power. As you know, we made two formal submissions to the Committee
in September and onc in October. We will be submitting a further memorandum on
behalf of the President in the near future.
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WILLIAMS 8 CONNOLLY

‘The Honorable Henry J. Hyde
November 27, 1988
Page 2

I will forward to you a sworn original of the responses before the end of
the day.

Singerely,

"David E. Kendall

¢z: The Honorable John Conyers, Jr.
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RESPONSE OF WILLIAM J. CLINTON,
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, TO QUESTIONS
SUBMITTED BY CONGRESSMAN HENRY HYDE, CHAIRMAN
OF THE HOUSE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE

INTRODUCTORY STATEMENT

Set forth below are answers to the questions that you have asked me.

1 would like to repeat, at the outset, something that I have said before
about my approach to these proceedings. I bave asked my attorneys to participate
actively, but the fact that there is a legal defense to the various allegations cannot
obscure the hard truth, as I have said repeatedly, that my conduct was wrong. It
was also wrong to mislead people about what happened, and I deeply regret that.

For me, this long ago ceased to be primarily a Iegal or political issue
and became instead a painful personal one, demanding atonement and daily work
toward reconciliation and restoration of trust with my family. my friends, my
Administration and the American people. I hope these answers will contribute to a
speedy and fair resolution of this matter.

1. Do you admit or deny that you are the chief law enforcement officer
of the United States of America?

Response to Reguest No. 1:

The President is frequently referred to as the chief law enforcement
officer, although nothing in the Constitution specifically designates the President as
such. Article II, Section 1 of the United States Constitution states that “{t}he
executive Power shall be vested in a President of the United States of America,”
and the law enforcement function is a component of the executive power.
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2. Do you admit or deny that upon taking your oath of office that you
swore you would faithfully execute the office of President of the
United States, and would to the best of your ability, preserve, protect
and defend the Constitution of the United States?

Response to Request No. 2:

At my Inaugurations in 1993 and 1997, I took the following cath: “I do
solemnly swear that I will faithfully execute the Office of President of the United
States, and will to the best of my ability, preserve, protect and defend the
Constitution of the United States.”

3. Do you admit or deny that, pursuant to Article I, section 2 of the
Constitution, you have a duty to “take care that the laws be
faithfully executed?”

Response to Request No. 3:

Article IT, Section 3 (not Section 2), of the Constitution states that the
President “shall take Care that the Laws be fzithfully executed,” and thatis a
Presidential obligation.

4. Do you admit or deny that you are a member of the bar and officer of
the court of a state of the United States, subject to the rules of
professional responsibility and ethies applicable to the bar of that
state? .

Response to Request No. 4:

1 have an active license to practice law (inactive for continuing legal
education purposes) issued by the Supreme Court of Arkansas. The license, No.
73017, was issued in 1873

5. Do you admit or deny that you took an oath in which you swore or
affirmed to tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth,
in a deposition conducted as part of a judicial proceeding in the case
of Jones v. Clinton on January 17, 19987

315
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Respopse 1o Reguest No. 5:

1 took an oath to tell the truth on January 17, 1998, before my
deposition in the Jones v. Clinton case. While I do not recall the precise wording of
that oath, as [ previously stated in my grand jury testimony on August 17, 1998, in
taking the oath “I believed then that I had to answer the questions truthfully.”

App. at 458.Y

6. Do you admit or deny that you took an oath in which you swore or
affirmed to tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth,
before a grand jury empanelled as part of a judicial proceeding by
the United States District Court for the District of Columbia Circuit

on August 17, 19987
Response to Request No. 6:

As the August 17, 1998, videotape reflects, I was asked “Do you
solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give in this matter will be the
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God?.” and I
answered, “I do.”

7. Do you admit or deny that on or about October 7, 1997, you received
a letter cornposed by Monica Lewinsky in which she expressed
dissatisfaction with her search for a job in New York?

At some point I learned of Ms. Lewinsky's decision to seek suitable
employment in New York. [ do not recall receiving a letter in which she expressed
dissatisfaction about her New York job search. | understand Ms. Lewinsky has
stated that she sent a note indicating her decision to seek employment in New
York, but I do not believe she has said the note expressed dissatisfaction about her
search for a job there. App. at 82223 (grand jury testimony of Ms. Lewinsky).

v Citations to “App.” refer to the Appendices to the Office of Independent
Counsel Referral to the United States House of Representatives, as published by
the House Judiciary Committee. Citations to “Supp.” refer to the Supplemental -
Materials to the Office of Independent Counsel Referral, as published by the House
Judiciary Committee. Citations to “Dep.” refer to my January 17, 1998, deposition
testimony in the civil case, Jones v. Clinton, No. LR-C-94-290 (E.D. Ark).
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8. Deo you admit or deny that you telephoned Monica Lewinsky early in
the morning on October 10, 1897, and offered to assist her in finding
a job in New York?

Response to Reguest No. 8:

I understand that Ms. Lewinsky testified that I called her on the 9%
of October, 1997. App. at 823 (grand jury testimony of Ms. Lewinsky). 1do not
recall that particular telephone call,

9. Do you admit or deny that on or about October 11, 1997, you met
with Monica Lewinsky in or about the Oval Office dining room?

10. Do you admit or deny that on or about Qctober 11, 1997, Monica
Lewinsky furnished to you, in or about the Oval Office dining room,
a list of jobs in New York in which she was interested?

11. Do you admit or deny that on or about October 11, 1997, you
suggested to Monica Lewinsky that Vernon Jordan may be able to
assist her in her job search?

12, Do you admit or deny that on or about Qctober 11, 1997, after
meeting with Monica Lewinsky and discussing her search for a job in
New York, you telephoned Vernon Jordan?

Response to Request Nos. 9. 10, 11 and 12:

At some point, Ms. Lewinsky either discussed with me or gave me a
list of the kinds of jobs she was interested in, although I do not know whether it was
on Saturday, October 11, 1997, Records included in the OIC Referral indicate that
Ms. Lewinsky visited the White House on October 11, 1997, App. at 2594, and I may
have seen her on that day.

I do not believe I suggested to Ms. Lewinsky that Mr. Jordan might be
able to assist her in her job search. and I understand that Ms. Lewinsky has stated
that she asked me if Mr. Jordan could assist her in finding a job in New York. App.
at 1079 (grand jury testimony of Ms. Lewinsky): App. at 1383 (7/27/98 FBI Form
302 Interview of Ms. Lewinsky); App. at 1461-62 (7/31/98 FB] Form 302 Interview
of Ms. Lewinsky).

) I speak to Mx. Jordan often, and | understand that records included in
the OIC Referral indicate that he telephoned me shortly after Ms. Lewinsky left the
White House camplex. Supp. at 1836, 1839. I understand that Mr. Jordan testified
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that he and I did not discuss Ms. Lewinsky during that call. Supp. at 1793.94
(grand jury testimony of Vernon Jordan).

13.

14.

15.

19.

Do you admit or deny that you discussed with Monica Lewinsky
prior to December 17, 1997, a plan in which she would pretend to
bring you papers with a work-related purpose, when in fact such
papers had no work-related purpose, in order to conceal your
relationship?

Do you admit or deny that you discussed with Monica Lewinsky
prior to December 17, 1997, that Betty Currie should be the one to
clear Ms. Lewinsky in to see you so that Ms. Lewinsky could say that
she was visiting with Ms. Currie instead of with you?

Do you admit or deny that you discussed with Monica Lewinsky
prior to December 17, 1997, that if either of you were questioned
about the existence of your relationship you would deny its
existence?

Do you admit or deny that on or about December 17, 1997, you
suggested to Monica Lewinsky that she could say to anyone
inquiring about her relationship with you that her visits to the Qval
Office were for the purpose of visiting with Betty Currie or to deliver
papers to you?

) uest Nos. 1 15 9:

1 was asked essentially these same questions by OIC lawyers. I

testified that Ms. Lewinsky and I “may have talked about what to do in a2 non-legal
context at some point in the past, but I have no specific memory of that
conversation.” App. at 569. That continues to be my recollection today .- that is,
any such conversation was-not in connection with her status as a witness in the

Jones v. Clinton case.

i6.

Do you admit or deny that on or about December 6, 1997, you learned
that Monica Lewinsky's name was on a witness list in the case of
Jones v. Clinton?
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esponse to Request No. 16:

As I stated in my August 17t grand jury testimony. I believe that I
found out that Ms. Lewinsky’s name was on a witness list in the Jones v. Clinton
case late in the afternoon on the 6% of December, 1997. App. at 535.

17. Do you admit or deny that ou or about December 17, 1997, you told
Monica Lewinsky that her name was on the witness list in the case of
Jones v. Clinton?

18. Do you admit or deny that on or about December 17, 1997, you
suggested to Monica Lewinsky that the submission of an affidavit in
the case of Jones v. Clinton might suffice to prevent her from having
to testify personally in that case? -

Response to Requests Nos. 17 and 18:

As I previously testified, I recall telephoning Ms. Lewinsky to tell her
Ms. Currie’s brother had died. and that call was in the middle of December. App. at
367. I do not recall other particulars of such a call, including whether we discussed
the fact that her name was on the Jones v. Clinton witness list. AsIstated in my
August 17 grand jury testimony in response to essentially the same questions. it is
“quite possible that that happened .... Idon’t have any memory of it, but [
certainly wouldn't dispute that I might have said that [she was on the witness Lst].”
App. at 567. -

I recall that Ms. Lewinsky asked me at some time in December
whether she might be able to get out of testifying in the Jones v. Clinton case
because she knew nothing about Ms. Jones or the case. [ told her I believed other -
witnesses had executed affidavits, and there was a chance they would not have to
testify. As I stated in my August 17 grand jury testimony, “] felt strongly that . ..
{Ms. Lewinsky] could execute an affidavit that would be factually truthful, that
might get her out of having to testify.” App. at 571. I never asked or encouraged
Ms. Lewinsky to lie in her affidavit, as Ms. Lewinsky herself has confirmed. See
App. at 718 (2/1/98 handwritten proffer of Ms. Lewinsky); see also App. at 1161
(grand jury testimony of Ms. Lewiasky).

19. For the Response to Request No. 19, see Response to Request No. 13
et al,, supra.

= Rl
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20. Do you admit or deny that you gave false and misleading testimony
under ocath when you stated during your deposition in the case of
Jones v. Clinton on January 17, 1998, that you did not know if Monica
Lewinsky bad been subpoenaed to testify in that case?

[2) to L o

It is evident from my testimony on pages 69 to 70 of the deposition that
I did know on January 17, 1998, that Ms. Lewinsky had been subpoenaed in the
Jones v. Clinton case. Ms. Jones’ lawyer's question, “Did you talk to Mr. Lindseyx
about what action, if any, should be taken as a result of her being served with a
subpoena”, and my response, “No,” id. at 70, reflected my understanding that Ms.
Lewinsky had been subpoenaed. That testimony was not false and misleading.

21. Do you admit or deny that you gave false and misleading testimony
under oath when you stated before the grand jury on August 17,
1998, that you did know prior to January 17, 1998, that Mornica
Lewinsky had been subpoenaed to testify in the case of Jones v.
Clinton?

Response to Request No. 21:

As my testimony on January 17 reflected, and as I testified on August
17, 1998, I knew prior to January 17, 1998, that Ms. Lewinsky had been
subpoenaed to testify in Jones v. Clinton. App. at 487. That testimony was not
false and misleading.

22. Do you admit or deny that on or about December 28, 1897, you had a
discussion with Monica Lewinsky at the White House regarding her
moving to New York?

Response to Request No 22:

When I met with Ms. Lewinsky on December 28, 1997, I knew she was
planning to move to New York, and we discussed her move.

23. Do you admit or deny that on or about December 28, 1997, you had a
discussion with Monica Lewinsky at the White House in which you
suggested to her that she move to New York soon because by moving
to New York, the lawyers representing Paula Jones in the case of
Jones v. Clinton may not contact her?
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Response to Request No. 23:

Ms. Lewinsky had decided to move to New York well before the end of
December 1997. By December 28, Ms. Lewinsky had been subpoenaed. Idid not
suggest that she could avoid testifying in the Jones v. Clinton case by moving to
New York. ’

24. Do you admit or deny that on or about December 28, 1997, you had a
discussion with Monica Lewinsky at the White House regarding gifts
you bad given to Ms. Lewinsky that were subpoenaed in the case of
Jones v. Clinton?

25. Do you admit or deny that on or about December 28, 1997, you
expressed concern to Monica Lewinsky about a hatpin you had given
to her as a gift which had been subpoenaed in the case of Jones v.
Clinton?

Response to Request Nos. 24 and 25:

As I told the g